
AGENDA 
 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
 

TRANSPORTATION AND NATURAL RESOURCES COMMITTEE  
STATE ADMINISTRATIVE BOARD 

 
Transportation and Natural Resources Committee   February 25, 2004 
 
State Administrative Board      March 2, 2004 
 

SUBMERGED LANDS 
 

1. Proposed marina lease of a 0.40-acre parcel of Lake Michigan public trust bottomlands in the City of Harbor 
Springs, Emmet County. 

  
Applicant:  Walstrom Marine, Inc. 
 
Consideration: $3,375 per year 
 

2. Proposed marina lease of 9.07 acres of Lake Michigan public trust bottomlands in the City of Traverse City, 
Leelanau County. 

 
Applicant:  Gateway Condominium Association of TC, Inc. 
 
Consideration:  $10,600 per year 

 
3. Proposed private use agreement of 2.42 acres of Lake Huron public trust bottomlands in Clark Township, 

Mackinac County. 
  

Applicant:  Michigan Limestone Operations, Inc.  
 
Consideration: $3,800 per year 

 
4. Proposed private use agreement of 10.91 acres of Lake Huron public trust bottomlands in the City of Rogers 

City, Presque Isle County. 
  

Applicant:  Michigan Limestone Operations, Inc.  
 
Consideration: $16,000 per year 

 
5. Proposed private use agreement of 51.77 acres of Lake Michigan public trust bottomlands in Mueller 

Township, Schoolcraft County. 
  

Applicant:  Michigan Limestone Operations, Inc.  
 
Consideration: $13,600 per year 
 
 
 
___________________________________  _____________________ 
Mary Ellen Cromwell, Assistant Chief   Date 
Geological and Land Management Division 
Department of Environmental Quality 
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A G E N D A 
 

NATURAL RESOURCES ITEMS FOR 
 

TRANSPORTATION AND NATURAL RESOURCES COMMITTEE - STATE ADMINISTRATIVE BOARD 
 

Transportation and Natural Resources    - February 25, 2004 -  3:30 P.M. 
State Administrative Board Meeting      - March 2, 2004 - 11:00 A.M. 

 
.................................................................. 

 
MINERAL LEASES 

 
1. FIFTEEN DIRECT METALLIC MINERAL LEASES – DEVELOPMENT:  Prime Meridian Resources, 

Inc. of Fond du Lac, Wisconsin, 6,182.12 acres, more or less of Department of 
Natural Resources State-owned minerals located in Section 4, T50N, R30W, and Section 
22, T50N R33W, L’Anse Township, Section 5, T50N, R34W, Baraga Township, Baraga 
County, Sections 11-18, T42N, R28W, Sections 3 and 4, T42N, R29W, and Section 3 
and 4, T43N R29W, Felch Township, Dickinson County. 

Terms: Ten year term, standard rental ($3.00 per acre) and royalty (2 to 7 
percent).  Bonus consideration $12,364.24. 

2. DIRECT OIL AND GAS LEASE – DEVELOPMENT:  Paxton Resources, L.L.C. of Gaylord, 
Michigan, 160.00 acres, more or less of Department of Management and Budget and 
Michigan State Police owned minerals located in Section 27, T31N, R03W, Livingston 
Township, Otsego County.  

 Terms: One-year term, no extensions 3/16 royalty.  Bonus $4,000.00 ($30.00 per 
acre), and $2.00 per acre annual rental. 

3. TWENTY-ONE DIRECT DEVELOPMENT METALLIC MINERAL LEASES, Minerals Processing 
Corporation, of Duluth, Minnesota, 4,343.39 acres, more or less, of Department 
of Natural Resources State-owned minerals, Sections 2 through 4, 8 through 15, 
19 through 22 and 24, T35N, R28W, Lake Township and Sections 33 through 36, 
T36N, R28W Holmes Township, Menominee County. 

 
Terms: Ten-year term; standard rental ($3.00 per acre) and royalty (2 to 7 

percent): Bonus consideration $8,686.78. 
 
Items one  and three were approved by the Director of the Department of Natural 
Resources on February 6, 2004.  Item 2 was approved by the Chief of Forest, Mineral and 
Fire Management of the Department of Natural Resources on February 2, 2004.  The form 
of legal documents involved in these transactions have previously been approved by the 
Attorney General. 
 
I recommend approval. 
 

Respectfully submitted: 
 
Department of Natural Resources 

___ 

ent Section 

By:______________________________
Lynne M. Boyd, Manager 
Mineral and Land Managem
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Forest, Mineral and Fire Management 



 
AGENDA 

 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

 
TRANSPORTATION and NATURAL RESOURCES COMMITTEE 

STATE ADMINISTRATIVE BOARD 
 

T&NR Meeting: February 25, 2004 - Secretary of State’s Office, 3:30 PM 
State Administrative Board Meeting: March 2, 2004 - State Capitol, 11:00 AM 

 
****************************************************************************** 

 
SUBCONTRACTS 

 
1. United Lawnscape, Inc.  Mowing and Mulching       $249,200 

4400  22 Mile Road 
Shelby Township, MI 48317 
 
Retroactive approval is requested to award a subcontract for an additional amount of $141,400 
for mulching services performed on M-59. The contract was advertised, and nine bids were 
received.  The lowest bid was selected and accepted by the City of Sterling Heights. The contract 
was entered into and approved by the State Administrative Board on October 7, 2003, for 
$107,800. After the work was completed, it was discovered that mulching was not included and 
that mowing quantities had been underestimated in the original subcontract as approved.  
However, the additional quantities, including mulching, were included in the original bid.  
MDOT has received the benefit of the additional services that were performed in the amount of 
$141,400.   Source of Funds:  100% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
 
Purpose/Business Case:  To provide for routine mowing of trunkline roadside, cutting of miscellaneous right-of-
way areas, and mulching and mowing of median retention ponds. 
Benefit:  To provide a safer and cleaner environment for the traveling public. 
Funding Source:  100% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
Commitment Level:  This contract is based on an estimated amount.  If the actual cost is within 6 percent of the 
estimate, the extra can be paid without further SAB approval. 
Risk Assessment:  If duties are not performed, the roads could become hazardous for the traveling public. 
Cost Reduction:  The project was competitively bid and advertised; the low bidder was selected. 
New Project Identification: This is routine maintenance and not a new project. 
Zip Code:  48317. 
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2. Mackinac Island  Sweeping and Flushing        $25,650 
Service Company 
Box 11470 
Mackinac Island, MI 
 
Retroactiv bcontract for an 
additional amount of $25 incurred between May 1, 2003, 
and July 15, 2003, prior to MDOT approval. During March of 2003, the City advertised and 
awarde he amount of 
$95,0 nd accepted 
by the City. The City failed to comply with the maintenance contract requirements of seeking 

in 
costs of $69,350, which were approved by the State Administrative Board on July 15, 2003.  
MDOT has received the benefit o es that were performed in the amount of 
$25,650. Subsequently, the City has requested that MDOT participate in costs incurred prior to 

5,6 f Funds:  100% 
line Funds. 

urpose/Business Case:  To provide sweeping and flushing of the streets in the city of Mackinac Island.  This work 

ip Code:  49757. 
 

49757  

e approval is requested by the City of Mackinac Island to award a su
,650 for sweeping and flushing services 

d a sweeping and flushing service contract on a portion of M-185 in t
00. The contract was advertised, and only one competitive bid was received a

prior State Administrative approval on subcontracts exceeding $20,000.  MDOT participated 

f the additional servic

the State Administrative Board approval in the amount of $2 50.  Source o
State Restricted Trunk
 
P
provides for daily flushing and sweeping with horse-drawn and manual equipment, as motor vehicles are not 
allowed on the island. 
Benefit:  To provide a safer and cleaner environment for the traveling public. 
Funding Source:  100% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
Commitment Level:  This contract is based on an estimated amount.  If the actual cost is within 6 percent of the 
estimate, the extra can be paid without further SAB approval. 
Risk Assessment:  If work is not performed, accumulations of horse manure on State trunklines will occur, resulting 
in unsafe and unsanitary conditions. 
Cost Reduction:  This is a specialized contract restricting work methods to horse-drawn equipment and manual 
methods for removal of debris and flushing of streets.   
New Project Identification: This is routine maintenance and not a new project. 
Z
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CONTRACTS 
 
3. ON “A” – Exchange/Donation Right-of-Way Airspace Lease to Grand Valley State RESOLUTI

University 
Tract 625, Extension of Lease Number 87.0744, Control Section 41131, Parcels 213, 218, & 220 

praised by Doug Bixby, Property Appraiser, Project Delivery 
ection, Real Estate Support Area, at $126,800 for the fee interest right-of-way and at $21,900 

rdance with a pending “Option 
ith Grand Valley State University, the subject 

 interests that are being donated by Grand 

Donation $111,700 

 
Purpose/Business Care:  The purpose of excess property sale contracts and easement relinquishments is to dispose 
of State-owned excess property by sale or relinquishment to State agencies, local units of government, and/or private 
parties.  The sale of excess property or the exchange of excess property for other State needed rights in real estate or 
the relinquishment of easements, returns revenue to the State or minimizes capital outlay. 
Benefit:  MDOT benefits by reducing the inventory of State-owned property and generating revenue or other 
benefit. 
Funding Source:  N/A, revenue generating. 
Commitment Level:  Excess property is appraised for value and minimum sale price or exchange value is based on 
that appraised value and relinquishments of easement are processed for a stated fee. 
Risk Assessment:  If excess property is not sold or easements relinquished, the amount of State revenue will be 
reduced. 
Cost Reduction:  The State does not accept less than appraised value or current fee amount. 
New Project Identification:  N/A. 
Zip Code:  49503. 

 

in Exchange for Control Section 41131, Job Number 47169B, Parcel 1333  
 
The subject tract is located in the city of Grand Rapids, Kent County, Michigan, and contains 
approximately 34,172 square feet of excess property.  The tract has been leased to Grand Valley 
State University (GVSU) since December 15, 1986, and the lease is due to expire on December 
14, 2006.  MDOT has agreed to extend the lease with GVSU until the year 2026 in exchange for 
9,750 square feet of right-of-way acquired from GVSU and a grading permit across 8,409 square 
feet of GVSU property.  The subject tract was appraised by Doug Bixby, Property Analyst, 
Project Delivery Section, Real Estate Support Area, at $37,000 on February 6, 2004.  The 
appraisal was reviewed and approved for exchange by W. Patrick Scarlett, Supervisor, Excess 
Property Unit, Project Development Section, Real Estate Support Area, on February 6, 2004.  
The parcel to be exchanged was ap
S
for the needed grading permit on February 6, 2004.  The appraisal was reviewed and approved 
for exchange by W. Patrick Scarlett, Supervisor, Excess Property Unit, Project Development 
Section, Real Estate Support Area, on February 6, 2004.  In acco
to Purchase Land” agreement made by MDOT w
tract was offered to the purchaser at the current appraised market lease value of $37,000.  When 
this sum is offset against the required right-of-way
Valley State University, the net donation is $111,700.  The lease parcel was determined to be 
right-of-way that was available to be leased by the Bureau of Highways - Development. 

 
 

 

* Denotes a non-standard contract/amendment__________________________________________________________________________ 
2/20/04          Page 5 of 150 



4. HIGHWAYS – Increase Services an  Termd Amount, Extend  
Amendatory Contract (96-0770/A7) between MDOT and MVA Engineering will add services 

ill increase the contract amount by $49,005, and will extend the contract term by two 

be January 22, 1997, 
rough December 31, 2006.  The revised total contract amount will be $190,765.  Source of 

 
5. 

for proper maintenance updating and independent testing of MDOT’s Bridge Design Computer 
Program, w
years to provide for the continuation of the ongoing services.  The original contract provides for 
the upgrade of the Bridge Design System.  The revised contract term will 
th
Funds:  100% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
 
Purpose/Business Case:   Extend existing contract to provide additional services to provide proper maintenance 
updating and independent testing of MDOT's Bridge Design Computer Program. 
Benefit:  All bridges designed in-house by MDOT personnel will depend on the accuracy and quality of the work 
done by the consultant with the Bridge Design Program. Our product will benefit greatly in quality, economy, and 
safety. 
Funding Source:  100% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
Commitment Level:  The hourly costs are fixed; however, the number of hours to perform this work has been 
estimated. 
Risk Assessment:  Virtually all of MDOT's in-house bridge design work will be at risk without proper maintenance 
updating and independent testing of MDOT's Bridge Design Computer Program. This work is necessary to meet 
AASHTO and Federal requirements and regulations. The consultant created, wrote, and implemented this software 
program. The tasks to be performed require his specialized knowledge of the system and engineering expertise. 
Cost Reduction:  Costs in professional services contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 
exceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiated based on needed service. 
New Project Identification: Not a new project. 
Zip Code (for the major portion of the project work):  48909. 

*HIGHWAYS – Increase Services and Amount, Extend Term 
Amendatory Contract (2000-0111/A5) between MDOT and Pathway Services, Inc., will provide 
for additional statewide pavement network condition data collection services, will increase the 
contract amount by $735,145.80, and will extend the contract term by two years to provide for 
the con

rveying, and processing of pavement condition information in various counties statewide (CS 

wide pavement surface condition data.  This data is utilized for preservation strategy and project 
ormance analysis and research. MDOT's 2007 network condition goals 

vement condition data include 

 and effectiveness in decision-making related to network treatment strategy creation, project development 
onsibility for deciding 

ding amounts will be best spent across the pavement asset network is greatly 
ntitative measurement of condition and performance characteristics.   

Funding Source: 100% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
Commitment Level:  The proposed unit item costs are fixed, and MDOT’s lane-mileage estimate upon which they 
are based is reliably static. 

tinuation of the ongoing services.  The original contract provides for the collection, 
su
84900 – JN 72078).  The revised contract term will be September 18, 2000, through April 1, 
2006.  The revised total contract amount will be $3,025,568.30.  Source of Funds:  100% State 
Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
 
Purpose/Business Case:  The Pavement Management System (PMS) Group oversees collection and processing of 
network-
development, as well as for treatment fix perf
are based on Remaining Service Life values that are created using the PMS Group's collected data. 
Benefit: The benefits of regularly measuring and analyzing detailed network pa
MDOT’s ability to monitor and manage multiple characteristics of statewide pavements.  Such ability assists 
efficiency
prioritization, treatment performance analysis, and new technology evaluation.  MDOT’s resp
and communicating how limited fun
facilitated by the qua
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Risk Assessment: Some of the measurement data managed by the PMS Group is mandated by the FHWA's 

d based on needed service. 
ew Project Identification:  Not a new project. 

 
6. 

Highway Performance Monitoring System (HPMS) and is tied to receipt of Federal funding.   Beyond those 
requirements, however, a proper asset (pavement) management approach cannot be executed without access to 
continuing quantified measurement of the asset.  Failure to continue systematic, technology-based measurement of 
pavement condition may lead, at a minimum, to loss of some federal funding.  A possible larger consequence of 
failure to perform such measurement is the loss of systematically obtained information and evidence with which to 
support pavement management decisions - continued collection of pavement surface condition data is a fundamental 
element of an effective pavement management strategy.   
Cost Reduction:  Costs in professional services contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 
xceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiatee

N
Zip Code: 49606. 

HIGHWAYS - IDS Time Extension 
Amendatory Contract (2000-0195/A2) between MDOT and Capital Consultants, Inc., will 

sufficient time for the consultant to complete 

f the necessary changes that have been made to the design plans.  (See following item.)  

ract 

n the particular project 

 
gineering services for ongoing projects 

ing this time extension is that the consultant will not be able to complete 
ork on any projects authorized separately under this IDS contract that may be in need of additional time.  Rushing 

 

extend the contract term by one year to provide 
ongoing projects, including work under authorization (Z4), for which extra time is needed 
because o
The original contract provides for design consultant services to be performed on an as 
needed/when needed basis.  No new authorizations will be issued under this contract.  The 
revised contract term will be March 9, 2000, through March 9, 2005.  The maximum cont
amount remains unchanged at $3,000,000.   Source of Funds:  Federal Highway Administration 
Funds, State Restricted Trunkline Funds, or local funds, depending o
authorized. 

Purpose/Business Case:   This time extension will allow for various en
authorized under this IDS contract to be considered for time extension when conditions warrant.  Authorizations in 
need of time extension will be individually approved by the State Administrative Board.  No new authorizations will 
be issued under this contract.   
Benefit: The benefit of this time extension is that authorizations written under this IDS contract can be extended, 
pending State Administration Board approval. 
Funding Source:  Federal Highway Administration Funds, State Restricted Trunkline Funds, or local funds, 
depending on the particular project authorized. 
Commitment Level:  The hourly costs are fixed; however, the number of hours to perform this work has been 
estimated. 
Risk Assessment:  The risk of not approv
w
projects through the design completion process, for example, would result in reduced quality and an incomplete 
product due to the limited time remaining. 
Cost Reduction:  Costs in professional services contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 
exceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiated based on needed service. 
New Project Identification:  This is not a new project. 
Zip Code:  49120. 
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7. HIGHWAYS - IDS Design Consultant Services 
Authorization Revision (Z4/R5) under Contract (2000-0195) between MDOT and Capital 
Consultants, Inc., will extend the authorization term by one year to provide sufficient time for the 
consultant to complete the services.  The additional time is needed because additional services 
were added but additional time was not included in the revision request at that time.  The original 
authorization provides for design of the Capital Loop (Conn 81) from Martin Luther King 
Boulevard (Logan) to Larch Street in Ingham County (CS 33014 - 45594C).  This project 

ucture adjustment and/or reconstruction, signal 
streetscape work, conversion of Michigan Avenue to a boulevard from Larch 

Street to Grand Street, and storm sewer replacement.  The revised authorization term will be 
, 2005.  The authorization amount remains unchanged at 

isk Assessment:  The risk of not approving this time extension is that the consultant will not be able to complete 

8. 

consists of all work related to the design, pavement reconstruction, curb and gutter replacement, 
sidewalk replacements, drainage str
modernization, 

January 19, 2001, through March 9
$953,767.05.   The contract term will be March 9, 2000, through March 9, 2005.  (See previous 
item.)  Source of Funds:  81.85% Federal Highway Administration Funds and 18.15% State 
Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
 
Purpose/Business Case:   This time extension will provide for the additional time needed for the consultant to 
complete the services as necessary due to the additional services added throughout the project term.   
Benefit: This time extension will allow the authorization to be extended so that the consultant can complete the 
services, including the additional work already added to the scope of services. 
Funding Source:  81.85% Federal Highway Administration Funds and 18.15% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
Commitment Level:  The hourly costs are fixed; however, the number of hours to perform this work has been 
estimated. 
R
work on the project. 
Cost Reduction:  Costs in professional services contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 
exceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiated based on needed service. 
New Project Identification:  This is not a new project. 
Zip Code:  49120. 
 
HIGHWAYS - IDS Time Extension 
Amendatory Contract (2001-0375/A1) between MDOT and Bergmann Associates will extend 

e issued under this contract.  The revised contract term will 

Funds, State Restricted 
 or local funds, depending on the particular project authorized. 

 
Purpose/Business Case:   This time extension will allow for various engineering services for ongoing projects 
authorized under this IDS contract to be considered for time extension when conditions warrant.  Authorizations in 
need of time extension will be individually approved by the State Administrative Board.  No new authorizations will 
be issued under this contract.   
Benefit: The benefit of this time extension is that authorizations written under this IDS contract can be extended, 
pending State Administration Board approval. 
Funding Source:  Federal Highway Administration Funds, State Restricted Trunkline Funds, or local funds, 
depending on the particular project authorized. 
Commitment Level:  The hourly costs are fixed; however, the number of hours to perform this work has been 
estimated. 

the contract term by one year to provide sufficient time for the consultant to complete ongoing 
projects, including work under authorization (Z8), for which extra time is needed because of the 
necessary changes that have been made to the design plans.  (See following item.)  The original 
contract provides for design consultant services to be performed on an as needed/when needed 
basis.  No new authorizations will b
be March 7, 2001, through March 7, 2005.  The maximum contract amount remains unchanged 

Highway Administration at $3,000,000.   Source of Funds:  Federal 
Trunkline Funds,
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Risk Assessment:  The risk of not approving this time extension is that the consultant will not be able to complete 

9. 

work on any projects authorized separately under this IDS contract that may be in need of additional time.  Rushing 
projects through the design completion process, for example, would result in reduced quality and an incomplete 
product due to the limited time remaining. 
Cost Reduction:  Costs in professional services contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 
exceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiated based on needed service. 
New Project Identification:  This is not a new project. 
Zip Code:  49120. 
 
HIGHWAYS - IDS Design Consultant Services 
Authorization Revision (Z8/R1) under Contract (2001-0375) between MDOT and Bergmann 
Associates will extend the authorization term by one year to provide sufficient time for the 
consultant to complete the services.  The additional time is needed because additional services 
were added but additional time was not included in the revision request at that time.  The original 
authorization provides for the design of M-34 from M-156 to south of Benner Highway and the 
Beecher Road Intersection in Lenawee County (CS46041 - JN56981C). The work items include 
old in-place recycling and bituminous resurfacing; intersection improvement; intermittent 

changed at 

form this work has been 

isk Assessment: The risk of not approving this time extension is that the consultant will not be able to complete 
ork on the project. 

vices contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 

 
10. 

c
drainage, guardrail improvement, and restoration work.  The revised authorization term will be 
April 22, 2002, through March 7, 2005.  The authorization amount remains un
$323,176.19.   The contract term will be March 7, 2001, through March 7, 2005.  (See previous 
item.)  Source of Funds:  100% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
 
Purpose/Business Case:   This time extension will provide for the additional time needed for the consultant to 
complete the services as necessary due to the additional services add throughout this project term.   
Benefit: This time extension will allow the authorization to be extended so that the consultant can complete the 
services, including the additional work already added to the scope of services. 
Funding Source:  100% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 

ever, the number of hours to perCommitment Level:  The hourly costs are fixed; how
estimated. 

  R
w
Cost Reduction:  Costs in professional ser
exceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiated based on needed service. 
New Project Identification:  This is not a new project. 
Zip Code:  49120. 

HIGHWAYS - IDS Time Extension  
Amendatory Contract (2001-0476/A1) between MDOT and Fishbeck, Thompson, Carr & Huber, 
Inc., will extend the contract term by one year to provide sufficient time for the consultant to 
complete ongoing projects. The original contract provides for consultant services to be 
performed on an as needed/when needed basis. This extension is required to meet the scheduled 

lan completion of authorization (Z32) for the construction engineering services of M-46 from 

rough April 18, 2005. The maximum dollar amount of the contract 

p
Vestaburg Road to east Montcalm County Line in Richland Township in Montcalm County. The 
project is on schedule with a completion date of July 1, 2004; however, the contract does not 
currently extend to the end of the scheduled project completion date. The revised contract term 
will be April 18, 2001, th
remains unchanged at $4,000,000. Source of Funds: Federal, Restricted State, or local funds, 
depending on the particular project authorized.  
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Purpose/Business Case: To extend the expiration date for the original contract from April 18, 2004, to April 18, 
2005, to provide consultant sufficient time to complete the ongoing project under authorization (Z32).  
Benefit: This amendment will allow for the completion of authorization (Z32), the construction engineering services 
of M-46 from Vestaburg Road to east Montcalm County Line in Richland Township in Montcalm County.  

perform this work has been 

The current expiration date of this contract is not in alignment with the completion date of 
thorization (Z32). Failure to extend the expiration date will necessitate that the consultant stop all construction 

t responsibilities.   

 
11. 

Funding Source: Federal, Restricted State, or local funds, depending on the particular project authorized.  
Commitment Level: The hourly costs are fixed; however, the number of hours to 
estimated. 
Risk Assessment: 
au
engineering services prior to the completion of their projec
Cost Reduction: Costs in professional services contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 
exceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiated based on needed service.  
New Project Identification: (Z32) is a reconstruction project. 
Zip Code: 48829.  

HIGHWAYS - IDS Construction Engineering Services  
Authorization Revision (Z32/R1) under Contract (2001-0476) between MDOT and Fishbeck, 
Thompson, Carr & Huber, Inc., will extend the authorization term by one year to provide 
sufficient time for the consultant to complete the services. Prior to MDOT acceptance of the 
project, it was discovered that the contractor had placed guardrail outside of the specifications. 
The contractor was informed and required to correct the work. Due to scheduling conflicts and 
seasonal limitations, it was necessary to extend the project until spring 2004 to complete the 

ork. This extension is necessary to allow for the expiration date of this authorization to be in 

g, aggregate 

rk on M-46 from Vestaburg Road to the east 

thorization term will be March 19, 2003, through April 18, 2005. The authorization 

ase:  The original authorization  provides for construction engineering services for 4.58 miles 
of cold milling, aggregate stabilization crack relief layer (ASCRL), hot mix asphalt resurfacing, intersection 

y improvements on M-46 from Vestaburg Road to the east Montcalm 

ed based on needed service. 
ew Project Identification:  This is a reconstruction project. 

Zip Code:  48829. 
 

w
alignment with the scheduled plan completion date of this project. The original authorization 
provides for construction engineering services for 4.58 miles of cold millin
stabilization crack relief layer (ASCRL), hot mix asphalt resurfacing, intersection improvement, 
guardrail upgrading, and safety improvement wo
Montcalm county line in Richland Township, Montcalm County (CS 59045 - JN 45794A). The 
revised au
amount remains unchanged at $257,954.48. The revised contract term will be April 18, 2001, 
through April 18, 2005. (See previous item.)  Source of Funds: 81.85 % Federal Highway 
Administration Funds and 18.15% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
 
Purpose/Business C

improvements, guardrail upgrading and safet
County Line in Richland Township in Montcalm County. Prior to MDOT acceptance of the project, it was 
discovered that the contractor had placed guardrail outside of the specifications.  The contractor was informed to 
correct the work. Due to scheduling conflicts and seasonal limitations, it was necessary to extend the project until 
spring 2004 to complete the work.  It is estimated that the guardrail work will be completed in the spring and the 
final paperwork completed within 60 days after project completion. 
Benefit:  This revision will allow for the necessary time required to bring the guardrail up to current safety standards 
approved within MDOT specifications. 
Funding Source:  81.85 % Federal Highway Administration Funds and 18.15% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
Commitment Level:  The hourly costs are fixed; however, the number of hours to perform this work has been 
estimated. 
Risk Assessment:  Without this revision the guardrail work would not be able to be completed and would not meet 
the required State and Federal Guidelines and Specifications. 
Cost Reduction:  Costs in professional services contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 
xceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiate

N

* Denotes a non-standard contract/amendment__________________________________________________________________________ 
2/20/04          Page 10 of 150 



12. *HIGHWAYS – Renewal and Extension 
Renewal and Amendatory Contract (2002-0134/A1) between MDOT and Lawrence 

time is 

-loaded system for the ultrasonic sensor took longer than anticipated. The original 

pecimens.  The revised 
gh November 6, 2003, and from the date of 

ewal/amendment through ten months. No costs will be incurred between the 
expiration of the contract and the date of award of this renewal/amendment.  The total contract 

 of Funds: 80% Federal Highway 

ce. 
  SPR project number 56841 and 

6933. 

 
13. 

Technological University will renew the contract and extend the contract term by ten months to 
allow the university sufficient time to complete the research services. The additional 
needed because finalization of the specimen dimensions load test set-up and the fabrication of 
the spring
contract provided for research services for the collection and analysis of data on stay-in-place 
metal forms; for the conduct of a national survey on stay-in-place forms for bridge decks; for the 
inspection and obtaining of cores from existing bridge decks; and for the design, construction, 
environmental conditioning, and testing and analysis of one-third scale s
contract term will be from December 11, 2001, throu
award of this ren

amount remains unchanged at $310,918.  Source
Administration Funds and 20% State Restricted Comprehensive Transportation Funds. 
 
Purpose/Business Case: Contract extension is needed to finish the project and obtain the final report.  The project 
was delayed because finalizing the specimen dimensions load test-setup and the fabrication of the spring-loaded 
system for the ultrasonic sensor took longer than anticipated.  There is no additional cost to MDOT.  The research is 
to develop recommendations for the use of stay-in-place metal forms for bridge decks and develop guidelines for 
evaluating bridge decks that have metal deck forms already installed. 
Benefit: Reduction in maintenance cost and enhanced service life for Michigan's bridge decks.  Reduced 
maintenance cost by performing the appropriate repair and eliminating unnecessary deck replacements. 
Funding Source:  80% Federal Highway Administration Funds and 20% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
Commitment Level:  The hourly costs are fixed; however, the number of hours to perform this work has been 
estimated. 
Risk Assessment: A longer deck service life will not be realized if stay-in-place metal deck forms are used at 
inappropriate locations. Reduction in deck maintenance costs should be possible if guidelines for evaluating bridge 
decks that have metal deck forms already installed are developed.  The time extension is needed to finish the project 
and obtain the final report. 
Cost Reduction:  Costs in professional services contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 
exceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiated based on needed servi

ew Project Identification: Contract extension is for an existing research project.N
7
Zip Code: 48075. 

HIGHWAYS - Time Extension  
Amendatory Contract (2002-0220/A1) between MDOT and Fleis & Vandenbrink Engineering, 
Inc., will extend the contract term by eight months. This extension is needed because the contract 
does not currently extend to the end of the scheduled project completion date. Additional time is 
required for the consultant to perform adequate construction inspection and testing services and 
to allow for the necessary wetland establishment period associated with this project. The original 

 

ntract term will be March 14, 2002, through December 31, 2004. The total contract 

contract provides for construction inspection and testing services to be performed on M-6 from
east of Kenowa Avenue to east of Burlingame Avenue in Byron Township, Kent County. The 
revised co
amount remains unchanged at $1,906,480. Source of Funds: 81.85% Federal Highway 
Administration Funds and 18.15% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
 

* Denotes a non-standard contract/amendment__________________________________________________________________________ 
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Purpose/Business Case: This contract provides for construction inspection and testing services on M-6 from east of 

ew Project Identification: This is a new freeway. 

 
14. 

Kenowa Avenue to east of Burlingame Avenue in Byron Township, Kent County. This extension is needed because 
the contract does not currently extend to the end of the scheduled project completion date. Additional time is 
required in order to perform adequate construction inspection and testing services and to allow for the necessary 
wetland establishment period associated with this project.   
Benefit: This new freeway will alleviate congestion and the associated safety risks in the west Michigan area. This 
contract provides for construction inspection and testing as required by federal law and will assure that all parts of 
construction are up to current MDOT standards. 
Funding Source: 81.85% Federal Highway Administration Funds and 18.15% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
Commitment Level: The hourly costs are fixed; however, the number of hours to perform this work has been 
estimated. 
Risk Assessment: The current expiration date of this contract is not in alignment with the completion date of the 
construction services. Failure to extend the expiration date will result in the construction of this project not having 
adequate construction inspection and testing services.  In addition, MDOT staff would not be able to provide the 
necessary information to close out the project and the necessary wetland establishment period associated with this 
project would not be established.   
Cost Reduction: Costs in professional services contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 
exceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiated based on needed service.  
N
Zip Code: 49315.  

HIGHWAYS - Time Extension 
Amendatory Contract (2002-0228/A1) between MDOT and Fishbeck, Thompson, Carr & Huber, 
Inc., will extend the contract term by fourteen months. This extension is needed because the 
contract does not currently extend to the end of the scheduled project completion date. 

se out 

ontract provides for construction engineering services to be performed on M-6 from 

anged at $1,876,246.61. Source of Funds: 81.85% Federal Highway 

 to east of East Paris Avenue in Gaines Township, Kent County. This extension is needed 
t does not currently extend to the end of the scheduled completion date.  Additional time is 

required in order to perform adequate construction engineering and project close out and to allow for the necessary 
 with this project.   

ce.  
ew Project Identification: This is a new freeway. 

Zip Code: 49316.  
 

Additional time is required to perform adequate construction engineering and project clo
and to allow for the necessary wetland establishment period associated with this project. The 
original c
east of Kalamazoo Avenue to east of East Paris Avenue in Gaines Township, Kent County. The 
revised contract term will be February 14, 2002, through June 30, 2005. The total contract 
amount remains unch
Administration Funds and 18.15% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
 
Purpose/Business Case: This contract provides for construction engineering services on M-6 from east of 
Kalamazoo Avenue
because the contrac

wetland establishment period associated
Benefit: This new freeway will alleviate congestion and the associated safety risks in the west Michigan area. This 
contract provides for construction engineering as required by federal law and will assure that all parts of 
construction are up to current MDOT standards. 
Funding Source: 81.85% Federal Highway Administration Funds and 18.15% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
Commitment Level: The hourly costs are fixed; however, the number of hours to perform this work has been 
estimated. 
Risk Assessment: The current expiration date of this contract is not in alignment with the completion date of the 
construction services. Failure to extend the expiration date will result in the construction of this project not having 
adequate construction engineering.  In addition, MDOT staff would not be able to provide the necessary information 
to close out the project and the necessary wetland period associated with this project would not be established.   
Cost Reduction: Costs in professional services contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 
exceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiated based on needed servi
N
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15. HIGHWAYS – IDS Construction Engineering Services 
Authorization Revision (Z1/R1) under Contract (2002-0233) between MDOT and Moore & 
Bruggink, Inc., will extend the authorization term by nine months to provide sufficient time for 
the consultant to complete ongoing projects.  The extension will ensure that the necessary 

in Kent County.  The revised authorization term will be 

.20.  The contract term is February 6, 2002, through February 6, 2005.  Source of 

tion engineering, as required by federal law, for a new freeway for the people of 

tration Funds, 18.15% State Restricted Trunkline Funds 
l: The hourly costs are fixed; however, the number of hours to perform this work has been 

estimated.   
t will expire before the project is completed and closed out.  The risk of not 

 
16. 

resources are available for the completion of the project and final closeout.  The original 
authorization provides for construction engineering services to be performed on M-6 from 
Division Avenue to Kalamazoo Avenue 
March 6, 2002, through January 31, 2005.  The total authorization amount remains unchanged at 
$928,469
Funds: 81.85% Federal Highway Administration Funds and 18.15% State Restricted Trunkline 
Funds. 
 
Purpose/Business Case: To complete the full construction engineering services and closeout on this project.  

adequate construcBenefit: Provide 
Michigan, resulting in a high quality product. The construction engineering will assure all parts of construction are 

s.   up to current MDOT standard
1.85% Federal Highway AdminisFunding Source: 8

Commitment Leve

Risk Assessment:  The current contrac
approving this extension is that the construction of this project on M-6 will not have adequate construction 
engineering.  In addition, MDOT staff would not be able to provide the necessary information to close the project 
out. 
Cost Reduction: There is no cost associated with this request. 
New Project Identification: Not a new project. 
Zip Code: 49508. 

HIGHWAYS – Revised Services, Reduce Amount, Extend Term 
Amendatory Contract (2002-0613/A3) between MDOT and Wilcox Professional Services, LLC, 
will provide for additional services to include adding strut replacement, structural steel repair, 
and concrete fascia repair on various bridges within the project limits (this will be a reduction in 
ervices on two bridges), will reduce to the contract amount by $32,895.87, and will extend the 

e for the rehabilitation/reconstruction of I-94 

 2003, through May 7, 2005.  The revised total contract 

State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 

for 

oals for improving road and 
 Additionally there will be a cost savings due to the changes in 

Funding Source: 80% Federal Highway Administration Funds and 20% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
Commitment Level: The hourly costs are fixed; however, the number of hours to perform this work has been 
estimated. 

s
contract term my one year.  The extension is needed to allow the consultant sufficient time to 
complete the additional design requirements.  The original contract provides for the design of I-
94 from Rouge River to Wyoming Avenue in Wayne County.  The work items of this contract 
include the preparation of a final scoping packag
between the Rouge River and Wyoming Avenue and the reconstruction of a portion of I-94 at the 
Schaefer interchange extending from I-94 to the Canadian National Railroad south of I-94.  The 
revised contract term will be January 30,
amount will be $4,774,832.3.  Source of Funds: 80% Federal Highway Administration Funds 
and 20% 
 
Purpose/Business Case:  The proposed project is for reconstructing a deteriorated section of I-94 essential to the 
economic vitality of the Metro Detroit Area.  The proposed contract amendment is necessary for the selected 
consultant to prepare contract documents for the identified road and bridge work, and meet the project schedule 
construction in 2005. 
Benefit: Asset management (new road, rehabilitated bridge) consistent with MDOT's g
bridge conditions, and associated economic benefits. 
the scope. 

* Denotes a non-standard contract/amendment__________________________________________________________________________ 
2/20/04          Page 13 of 150 



Risk Assessment: The prospect of not completing this project prior to the Super Bowl in 2006 will have far- 

 
17. 

reaching negative image and economic ramifications for the Metro Detroit Area. 
Cost Reduction: Costs in professional services contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 
exceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiated based on needed service. 
New Project Identification:  This project does not create new roads or bridges, but rebuilds the existing road and 
rehabilitates the existing bridges consistent with department goals for improving road and bridge conditions. 
Zip Code:  48126. 

HIGHWAYS - Cost Participation for Local Agency Construction Contract 
Contract (2002-5565) between MDOT and the City of Lansing will provide for funding 
participation in the following improvements: 
 
PART A 

from Reconstruction of portions of the Capitol Loop, including Allegan and Ottawa Streets 
Martin Luther King Boulevard to Capitol Avenue. 
 
PART B 
The construction of various sizes of storm sewers and related facilities on portions of the Capitol 
Loop, including Allegan and Ottawa Streets from Martin Luther King Boulevard to Capitol 
Avenue. 
 
PART C 
Construction of new sanitary and storm sewers and watermains along Capitol Avenue and 

eet to Ottawa Street. 

PART D

Walnut and Pine Streets from Allegan Str
 

 
p between Capitol Avenue and Installation and upgrading of traffic signals along the Capitol Loo

Martin Luther King Boulevard. 
 
PART E 
Streetscaping improvements along the Capitol Loop (Allegan and Ottawa Streets from Martin 
Luther King Boulevard to Capitol Avenue), including the placement of brick pavers, tree 
planting, and landscaping. 
 
PART F 
Streetscaping improvements along Capitol Avenue and Walnut and Pine Streets from Allegan 
Street to Ottawa Street. 
 
PART G 
Installation and upgrading of street lighting along the Capitol Loop between Capitol Avenue and 

artin Luther King Boulevard. M
 
PART H 
Milling and resurfacing work on Kalamazoo Street between Capitol Avenue and Martin Luther 
King Boulevard. 
 
PART I 
Installation and upgrading of street lighting along Capitol Avenue and Walnut and Pine Streets 
from Allegan Street to Ottawa Street. 

* Denotes a non-standard contract/amendment__________________________________________________________________________ 
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Estimated Funds: 
    PART A PART B  PART C PART D 

 
  17,500 

unds  $   102,200

Federal Highway Administration Funds $3,687,200 $           0 $             0 $  90,000
State Restricted Trunkline Funds  $   715,400 $262,300 $             0 $
City of Lansing F  $214,600 $4,524,600 $    2,500 
Total Funds  $4,504,800 $476,900 $4,524,600 $110,000 
 
    PART E PART F PART G  PART H 
Federal Highway Administration Funds $1,093,700 $64,900 $776,600 $          0 

tate Restricted Trunkline Funds  $   239,300 $         0 $169,900 $300,000 
nsing Funds  $     34,200

S
City of La  $16,200 $  24,300 $300,000 
Total Funds  $1,367,200 $81,100 $970,800 $600,000
 

 

  PART I      TOTAL 
ighway Administration Funds $180,700 $  5,893,100 Federal H

State Restricted Trunkline Funds  $           0 $  1,704,400 
City of Lansing Funds  $  45,200 $  5,263,800 
Total Funds  $225,900 $12,861,300 

 – 45594, STE 33014 - 53145; Ingham County 

urpose/Business Case: Reconstruction of Capitol Loop including sewer separation and streetscaping work. 
proved transportation to Downtown Lansing and beautification of the area around Michigan’s state 

ommitment Level: PART A:  81.85% Federal, 15.88% State; 2.27% City.  PART B:  55% State, 45% City.  
00% City.  PART D:  81.85% Federal, 15.88% State; 2.27% City.  PART E:  80% Federal, 17.5% State; 

tate for Parts A, B, C, E, F.  Low bid by City for Part H.  Local agency to perform 
ork for Parts D, G, and I at a cost determined to be at least 6% less than if the work were contracted. 

t Identification:  Reconstruction work on existing road.   

 
18. HIGHWAYS - IDS Local Technical Assistance Program Services

 
ST 33014
Letting of 1/21/2004 and Local Letting and Local Force Account 
 
P
Benefit: Im
capitol building. 
Funding Source:  State Trunkline and Bridge Construction Funds, Federal Highway Administration Funds, City of 
Lansing Funds   
C
PART C:  1
2.5% City.  PART F:  80% Federal, 20% City.  PART G:  80% Federal, 17.5% State; 2.5% City.  PART H:  50% 
State, capped at $300,000, 50% City.  PART I:  80% Federal, 20% City; based on estimate.   
Risk Assessment:  Loss of future economic development and tourism opportunities. 
Cost Reduction:  Low bid by S
w
New projec
Zip Code:  48933. 

*  
2003-0062) between MDOT and Michigan Technological University will provide for 

information to local government agencies on an as needed/when 
eeded basis. The contract will be in effect from the date of award through five years, or until the 

ization has been completed, whichever is longer.  The maximum contract amount will 

 be submitted to the State Administrative Board for approval.  Source of Funds:  
ederal Highway Administration Funds, State Restricted Trunkline Funds, or local funds, 

g on the particular project authorized. 

Contract (
the operation of the Local Transportation Assistance Program Center, which provides technical 
assistance and dissemination of 
n
last author
be $2,000,000, and the maximum amount of any authorization will be $500,000.  Authorizations 
over $25,000 will
F
dependin
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Purpose/Business Case:  Technology transfer to the local and county agencies to deal with issues related to 

ning 

ration F r loc

hourly costs are fixed, howe ork 

  This program has been mandated b

t to ex

-going Federal

 
19. IGHWAYS - IDS Construction Engineering Services

Transportation. 
Benefit: Improvements in processes, use of better methods and materials for construction, staff trai to handle 

tation infthe latest technology for management of transpor rastructure. 
Funding Source:  Federal Highway Administ unds, State Restricted Trunkline Funds, o al funds, 
depending on the particular project authorized. 
Commitment Level:  The ver the number of hours to perform this w has been 
estimated. 

isk Assessment: y the Federal Highway Administration as a part of the R
transportation legislation. 
Cost Reduction:  The costs in this professional services contract are based on an actual cost no ceed the 
contract maximum amount. 
New Project Identification:  This is an on  program. 
Zip Code: 49931. 

H  
nd Fishbeck, 

 fu  engineering services 
lymouth and w e County (CS 82101 - 

crease the thorization $5  revision is necessary 
ntractor not meeting the project use of subcontractor 

erformance. MDOT is pursuing liquidated damages against the contractor. The original 
ing services on 3.5 miles of milling and 

003, through March 18, 2006.  
he revised total authorization amount will be $283,459.13.  The contract term is March 18, 

ation 

plete the project in a 
 the full construction oversight 

ine Funds. 
ber of hours to perform this work has been 

Risk Assessment:  The additional service is required to meet the project schedule commitment and to assure that 
sult in substandard work and the 

 

Authorization Revision (Z2/R2) under Contract (2003-0184) between MDOT a
Thompson, Carr & Huber, Inc., will provide for additional ll construction
of Ann Arbor Road (Old M-14) in P  Canton To nships, Wayn
JN 47067A) and will in au amount by 7,496.43. This
due to the co schedule commitment beca
p
authorization (Z2) provides for full construction engineer
resurfacing. The authorization term remains unchanged, June 4, 2
T
2003, through March 18, 2006. Source of Funds: 81.85% Federal Highway Administr
Funds and 18.15% State Restricted Trunkline Funds.  
 
Purpose/Business Case:  The original authorization provides for full construction engineering oversight and 
management services of 3.5 miles of milling and resurfacing of Ann Arbor Road (Old M-14) in Plymouth and 
Canton Townships, Wayne County. This revision will provide additional full construction engineering services and 
is necessary due to the contractor not meeting the project schedule commitment because of subcontractor 
performance. MDOT is pursuing liquidated damages against the contractor. 

d to comBenefit: The additional services are necessary to meet the project specifications an
his revision will allow for MDOT to compensate the consultant fortimely manner. T

and management. 
ederal Highway Administration Funds and 18.15% State Restricted TrunklFunding Source:  81.85% F

l:  The hourly costs are fixed; however, the numCommitment Leve
estimated. 

there is adequate inspection and testing. Not approving this revision could re
possible loss of Federal funding. 
Cost Reduction:  Costs in professional services contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 
exceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiated based on needed service. 
New Project Identification:  This is a rehabilitation project. 
Zip Code:  48170. 

* Denotes a non-standard contract/amendment__________________________________________________________________________ 
2/20/04          Page 16 of 150 



20. HIGHWAYS - IDS Construction Engineering Services 
Authorization Revision (Z4/R2) under Contract (2003-0184) between MDOT and Fishbeck, 

ization amount by $41,748.52. This revision is necessary 

 pursuing liquidated damages against the contractor. The original 

 total authorization amount will be $112,830.99.  The contract term is 
 of Funds: 80% Federal Highway 

unds and 20% State Restricted Trunkline Funds.  
 

or full construction engineering oversight and 

ost Reduction:  Costs in professional services contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 

 
21. 

Thompson, Carr & Huber, Inc., will provide for additional full construction engineering services 
of Ann Arbor Road (Old M-14) in Plymouth and Canton Townships, Wayne County (CS 82101 - 
JN 58972A) and will increase the author
due to the contractor not meeting the project schedule commitment because of subcontractor 
performance. MDOT is
authorization (Z4) provides for full construction engineering services of the (B01) and (B02) 
structure replacements. The authorization term remains unchanged, June 4, 2003, through March 
18, 2006.  The revised
March 18, 2003, through March 18, 2006. Source
Administration F

Purpose/Business Case:  The original authorization provides f
management services of (B01) and (B02) structure replacements on Ann Arbor Road (Old M-14) in Plymouth and 
Canton Townships, Wayne County. This revision will provide additional full construction engineering services and 
is necessary due to the contractor not meeting the project schedule commitment because of subcontractor 
performance. MDOT is pursuing liquidated damages against the contractor. 
Benefit: The additional services are necessary to meet the project specifications and to complete the project in a 
timely manner. This revision will allow for MDOT to compensate the consultant for the full construction oversight 
and management. 
Funding Source:  80% Federal Highway Administration Funds and 20% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
Commitment Level:  The hourly costs are fixed; however, the number of hours to perform this work has been 
estimated. 
Risk Assessment:  The additional service is required to meet the project schedule commitment and to assure that 
there is adequate inspection and testing. Not approving this revision could result in substandard work and the 
possible loss of Federal funding. 
C
exceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiated based on needed service. 
New Project Identification:  This is a rehabilitation project. 
Zip Code:  48170. 

HIGHWAYS - IDS Design Consulting Services 
Authorization (Z11) under Contract (2003-0191) between MDOT and Alfred Benesch & 
Company will provide for construction assistance for two bridges on I-94 over US-24 in Wayne 
County (CS 82022 - JN 51516A). The work items include resolving issues/questions and 

 providing design assistance for problems that may arise during construction; 

006.  Source of Funds: 
% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 

Purpose/Business Case: To provide design assistance during the construction phase of the project (work on two 
bridges on I-94, S13 and S14 of 82022). 
Benefit: The benefit to MDOT will be a reduction is costs associated to interpretation and down time pending the 
determination of what actions to take to resolve issues related to the design. 
Funding Source: 80% Federal Highway Administration Funds and 20% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
Commitment Level: The hourly costs are fixed; however, the number of hours to perform this work has been 
estimated. 

modifying the design to meet field conditions; attending preconstruction and post construction 
meetings;
modifying the staging plans to meet any construction schedule revisions; revising plan(s); 
verifying substitutions, and reviewing shop drawings in a timely manner. This authorization will 
be in effect from the date of award through April 10, 2006. The authorization amount will be 
$220,032.55.  The contract term is April 10, 2003, through April 10, 2
80% Federal Highway Administration Funds and 20
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Risk Assessment: The risk to MDOT of not authorizing this work will be costly in the loss of experts in 

 
22. 

determining needed changes to the design and issues that arise during construction. 
Cost Reduction: Costs in professional services contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 
exceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiated based on needed service. 
New Project Identification: This project not new, it is construction assistance on a project that has already been 
designed. 
Zip Code: 48180. 

HIGHWAYS - IDS Design Consultant Services 
Authorization (Z5) under Contract (2003-0288) between MDOT and Spalding, DeDecker & 
Associates, Inc., will provide for the design of the rehabilitation of I-94 from north of Gratiot 
Road easterly to the Grand Trunk Western Railroad structure in Kimball and Port Huron 
Townships, St. Clair County (CS 77111 - JN 72406C). The work items include all work 

ecessary to construct mainline concrete pavement overlay, as well as reconstruction of ramps at 

Case: This project provides for the design of the rehabilitation of I-94 from north of Gratiot Road 
oncrete 

g or replacing guardrail. The roadway is reaching the end of its service life and this rehabilitation 

ng the roadway from completely deteriorating. Rehabilitation is cost effective for 

d Trunkline Funds 
the number of hours to perform this work has been 

Risk Assessment: The risk of not approving this project is a loss of the investment already made in the roadway, 
plete reconstruction, at a much greater cost. 

 
23. 

n
the Range Road interchange, upgrading shoulders, replacing existing signs, and upgrading or 
replacing guardrail. This authorization will be in effect from the date of award through May 8, 
2006. The authorization amount will be $688,387.11. The contract term is May 8, 2003, through 
May 8, 2006. Source of Funds: 80% Federal Highway Administration Funds and 20% State 
Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
 
Purpose/Business 
easterly to the Grand Trunk Western Railroad structure, including all work necessary to construct mainline c
pavement overlay, reconstruction of ramps at the Range Road interchange, upgrading shoulders, replacing existing 
signs, and upgradin
will greatly extend it. 
Benefit: The benefits include increasing the service life of this major roadway for an additional twenty years for the 
people of Michigan, and preventi
this roadway compared with a complete reconstruction. 
Funding Source: 80% Federal Highway Administration Funds and 20% State Restricte
Commitment Level: The hourly costs are fixed; however, 
estimated. 

allowing it to completely deteriorate and then require a com
Cost Reduction: Costs in professional services contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 
exceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiated based on needed service. 
New Project Identification: This is not a new project. 
Zip Code: 48060. 

HIGHWAYS - IDS Construction Engineering Services 
Authorization (Z10) under Contract (2003-0488) between MDOT and Rowe, Inc., will provide 
for construction engineering services to be performed on M-115 from the west Clare County line 
to Sunset Street in Clare County (CS 18022 - JN 50631A).  The work items include bituminous 
overlay, joint repairs, and cold milling.  This authorization will be in effect from the date of 
award through August 5, 2006.  The authorization amount will be $156,422.77.  The contract 

rm is August 5, 2003, through August 5, 2006.  Source of Funds:  81.85% Federal Highway 

costs. 

nt Level:  The hourly costs are fixed; however, the number of hours to perform this work has been 
estimated. 

te
Administration Funds and 18.15% State Restricted Trunkline Funds.    
 
Purpose/Business Case:  Rehabilitate the existing roadway by repairing the deteriorating joints and resurfacing M-
115 in the city of Clare. 
Benefit:  Repaired roadway will improve the ride quality of the existing roadway and decrease maintenance 
Funding Source:  81.85% Federal Highway Administration Funds and 18.15% State Restricted Trunkline Funds 
Commitme
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Risk Assessment:  The existing roadway was deteriorating to the point of becoming a hazard.  
Cost Reduction:  Costs in professional services contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 

 roadway. 

 
24. DS Construction Engineering Services

exceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiated based on needed service. 
New Project Identification:  Not a new roadway.  This is a rehabilitation of an existing
Zip Code:  48617. 

HIGHWAYS - I  
Authorization (Z23) under Contract (2003-0686) between MDOT and Wilcox Professional 

esting services to be performed on US-10 from 

lity of the existing roadway and decrease maintenance costs. 
unding Source: 81.85% Federal Highway Administration Funds and 18.15% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 

 
25. 

Services, LLC, will provide for inspection and t
Ludington Road to US-127 in Clare County (CS 18024 & 18021 - JN 75774A). The work items 
include concrete rubblization, hot mix asphalt overlay, shoulder widening, drainage 
improvements, and ramp extensions. This authorization will be in effect from the date of award 
through October 8, 2006. The authorization amount will be $157,314.44.  The contract term is 
October 8, 2003, through October 8, 2006. Source of Funds: 81.85% Federal Highway 
Administration Funds and 18.15% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
 
Purpose/Business Case: Rehabilitation of this existing roadway by repairing the deteriorating joints and resurfacing 
US-10 in Clare County. 
Benefit: Will improve the ride qua
F
Commitment Level: The hourly costs are fixed; however, the number of hours to perform this work has been 
estimated. 
Risk Assessment: The existing roadway was deteriorating to the point of becoming a hazard to both motorists and 
the residents along this portion of road. 
Cost Reduction: Costs in professional services contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 
exceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiated based on needed service. 
New Project Identification: This is a rehabilitation project. 
Zip Code:  48617. 

HIGHWAYS - IDS Design Engineering Services 
Authorization (Z24) under Contract (2003-0686) between MDOT and Wilcox Professional 

he work items include 
timates; preparation of right-of-way plans; and 

ic special provisions. This authorization will be in effect from the date of 
award through October 8, 2006. The authorization amount will be $130,271.36.  The contract 

rce of Funds: 81.85% Federal Highway 

unding Source: 81.85% Federal Highway Administration Funds and 18.15% State Restricted Trunkline Funds 

n 
he 

Services, LLC, will provide for design services to be performed on M-26 beginning at Kearsarge 
Street in Painesdale and continuing northeasterly to just north of Baltic Avenue in South Range, 
Adams Township, Houghton County (CS 31012 - JN 53244CA). T
preparation of plans, specifications, and es
maintenance of traff

term is October 8, 2003, through October 8, 2006. Sou
Administration Funds and 18.15% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
 
Purpose/Business Case: To relocate a curve on M-26 that will consist of realigning 1.2 miles of existing "S" curves 
to improve the geometric alignment along this section of road.  The realigned section will also include passing relief 
lanes constructed with flexible pavement.  Additional work will include 1.66 miles of crushing and shaping the 
existing flexible pavement and resurfacing. 
Benefit: Relocating this curved roadway along with the crushing and shaping will improve the road’s ride quality 
and decrease maintenance costs and driver hazard. 
F
Commitment Level: The hourly costs are fixed; however, the number of hours to perform this work has been 
estimated. 
Risk Assessment: The existing roadway was hazardous to the traveling public and the pavement surface was i
need of repair.  Not performing these repairs may cause increased future costs, including possible injury to t
traveling public. 

* Denotes a non-standard contract/amendment__________________________________________________________________________ 
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Cost Reduction: Costs in professional services contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 

 
6. *HIGHWAYS - Right-of-Way Lease

exceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiated based on needed service. 
New Project Identification: This is a curve relocation and road rehabilitation project. 
Zip Code:  49905. 

2  
mericas, Inc., will provide for access to 

a in Port Huron, Michigan, for purposes of operating the Duty Free Americas, Inc., store. 
ndise.  The State of 

f the lease). 

ly five million dollars revenue to the State of Michigan over the five-year 

program. 

Contract (2003-704) between MDOT and Duty Free A
the eastbound ramp to the Blue Water Bridge Plaza for the operation of the duty free facility.  
MDOT will receive 17 percent of the gross sales of all merchandise from the Duty Free 
Americas, Inc., Port Huron store(s) in lieu of rent.  The contract will be in effect from February 
1, 2004, through a period not to exceed five years.  The contract is a quarterly renewable lease 
that may be terminated by MDOT upon thirty days written notice to Duty Free Americas, Inc.  
Revenue is estimated at $5,175,472.50 for the full five-year period.  This contract was approved 
by the State Administrative Board on the January 20, 2004, agenda with a different effective date 
and term. 
 
Purpose/Business Care:  The purpose of the lease is to provide the lessee with a Break in Limited Access to the 
International Bridge Plaz
Benefit: Travelers crossing the international border to Canada may purchase duty free mercha
Michigan will receive approximately one million dollars in revenue each year of the five-year term of the lease. 
Funding Source:  N/A - revenue generating (approximately one million dollars per year for each year of the five-
year term o
Commitment Level:  The lease rate was determined by contract appraisal. 
Risk Assessment: Loss of approximate
term of the lease. 
Cost Reduction:  N/A - the lease is revenue-generating. 
New Project Identification:  N/A – continuation of existing 
Zip Code:  48060. 

 
27. HIGHWAYS - IDS Design Consultant Services 

Authorization (Z3) under Contract (2003-0715) between MDOT and TBE Group, Inc., will 
provide for utility coordination and subsurface utility engineering services during the 
construction phase of the Capitol Loop project, city of Lansing, Ingham County (CS 33014 - JN 
45594A).  The Capitol Loop area has a very complex network of underground utilities.  
Coordination of these utilities has been very complex.  Continued coordination during the 
construction phase is vital to the project's schedule and successful on-time completion. TBE has 
been providing subsurface utility engineering and utility coordination services during the Capitol 
Loop project's design phase.  Construction on the Capitol Loop project will start this spring, and 
maintaining the services of TBE during the construction phase of this project will provide 
onsistency. This will allow services to continue for the Capitol Loop project, including the 

ecember 5, 2003, through December 4, 2006.  Source of 

nd 

rea of Lansing has a large number of complex underground utility facilities within the highway right-of-

 

c
majority of enhancement work items and utility follow-up work. This authorization will be in 
effect from the date of award through December 4, 2006. The authorization amount is 
$146,137.47.  The contract term is D
Funds:  100% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
 
Propose/Business Case:  This authorization will allow TBE to continue the work of utility coordination a
subsurface utility engineering.  Public Act 368 allows public utilities to occupy the highway right-of-way.  The 
downtown a
way.   
Benefit:  MDOT will benefit from an experienced and knowledgeable consultant assisting with the construction 
phase oversight.  

* Denotes a non-standard contract/amendment__________________________________________________________________________ 
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Funding Source:  100 % State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
Commitment Level:  The hourly costs are fixed; however, the number of hours to perform this work has been 

he project will start construction this spring.  An experienced consultant is needed to assist with 
the utility coordination.    

ices contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 

 
28. 

estimated. 
Risk Assessment:  T

Cost Reduction:  Costs in professional serv
exceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiated based on needed services. 
New Project Identification:  This project involves the rehabilitation of an existing roadway.     
Zip Code: 48909. 

HIGHWAYS - Cost Participation for Local Agency Construction Contract 
Contract (2003-5582) between MDOT, the Schoolcraft County Road Commission, and the City 
of Manistique will provide for funding participation in the construction of the following 
improvements utilizing Transportation Economic Development Category D Funds and Federal 
Highway Administration Funds in lieu of Transportation Economic Development Category D 
Funds:   
 
Rehabilitation work along Tannery Road from Highway US-2 westerly to Elm Street and along 
Elm Street from Tannery Road westerly to Maple Street, including trenching, subgrade 
undercutting, base crushing and shaping, aggregate base, hot mix asphalt surfacing, concrete 

tion work.   

estricted Economic Development Funds  $155,600 
Federal Highway Administration Funds  $200,100 

 $  88,900    

curb and gutter, aggregate shoulder, drainage improvement, intersection improvement, pavement 
marking, and restora
  
Estimated Funds: 
 
Federal Highway Administration Funds being used 
 in lieu of State R

State Restricted Economic Development Funds 
Schoolcraft County Road Commission Funds  $           0 
Total Funds  $444,600 
 
EDDF 75555 - 58435 
Letting of 1/9/2004 
 
Purpose/Business Case: To financially assist and invest in roadway improvements related to economic 
development and the betterment of the State all-season road network under Public Act 231. 
Benefit: Will support economic growth, reduce traffic congestion, and upgrade the State all-season road system. 
Funding Source: Federal Minimum Guarantee Funds, Federal Surface Transportation Program Funds, and State 
Transportation Economic Development Funds. 
Commitment Level: 80% Federal, 20% State; based on estimate. 
Risk Assessment: Possible loss of development opportunities. 
Cost Reduction: Low bid. 
New Project Identification: Improve existing roadway. 

ip Code:  49854. Z
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29. y Construction ContractHIGHWAYS - Cost Participation for Local Agenc  

ments: 

for site L-105a at the 
, traffic control, 

 monitoring work. 

Contract (2003-5598) between MDOT and Lake County Road Commission will provide for 
participation in the construction under contract by the County of the following Transportation 
Enhancement improve

 
Watershed improvements to control soil erosion and sedimentation 
crossing of 9 Mile Road and Silver Creek, including paving, grading, culverts
and water quality
 
Estimated Funds: 
 
Federal Highway Administration Funds $  64,249  
Lake County Road Commission Funds $  64,249 
Total Funds $128,498 
 
STE 43900 - 74568 
Local Letting 
 
Purpose/Business Case: To provide for participation in transportation enhancement activities under the 
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21). 
Benefit: Reduce soil erosion and sedimentation to improve quality of water that results from roadway runoff. 

 Federal Transportation Enhancement Activities Funds and Lake County Road Commission 

0% Federal up to $64,249 and the balance by Lake County; based on estimate. 
isk Assessment eive these Federal Funds. 

f wa m roadway runoff 

 
30.  – Contract for Local Agency Right-of-Way A quisiti

Funding Source:
Funds. 

ommitment level: 5C
R : Contract required in order for County to rec
Cost Reduction: Low bid. 
New Project Identification: Improve existing roadway to address quality o ter that results fro
and erosion. 
Zip Code: 49644. 

HIGHWAYS c on 
Contract (2003-5629) between MDOT and the Emmet County Board of Commissioners will 

ticipation in the following Transportation Enhancement improvements: 

he acquisition of the property known as Resort Bluffs, located along the north side of Highway 

$   828,456 
ne Funds $   207,114 

$              0

provide for funding par
 

T
US-31 between Resort Pike Road and Eppler Road east of the city of Petoskey in Resort 
Township.   
 
Estimated Funds: 
 
Federal Highway Administration Funds 
State Restricted Trunkli
Emmet County Funds  

$1,035,570Total Funds  
 
STE 24011 – 74836B; Emmet County 
Right-of-Way Acquisition 
 

* Denotes a non-standard contract/amendment__________________________________________________________________________ 
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Purpose/Business Case: Purchase of property to ensure protection from private development.   

0% State.  Cost fixed at $1,035,570. 
Risk Assessment: Possible development of parcels. 

 
31. st Participation for Local Agency Construction Contract

Benefit:  Provides right-of-way for a future non-motorized trail. 
Funding Source: Federal Transportation Enhancement Activities Funds and State Trunkline and Bridge 
Construction Funds.  
Commitment level: 80% Federal; 2

Cost Reduction: Negotiations with property owners using approved procedures. 
New Project Identification: New acquisition of right-of-way. 
Zip Code:  49770. 

HIGHWAYS - Co
ontract (2003-56

 
52) between MDOT and the Keweenaw County Road Commission will 

 construction of the following improvements utilizing 
ategory D Funds and Federal Highway Administration 

ic Development Category D Funds:   

C
provide for funding participation in the

 CTransportation Economic Development
 of Transportation EconomFunds in lieu

 
PART A 

lt resuHot mix aspha
orth of the vi

rfacing work along Five Mile Point Road from approximately 4.51 miles 
llage limits of Ahmeck northerly approximately 1.78 miles, including aggregate n

shoulder, traffic control, and pavement marking work.   
 

PART B 
Hot mix asphalt resurfacing work along Gay-Lake Linden Road from approximately 3.75 miles 
southwest of the village limits of Gay to the Keweenaw/Houghton county line, including 

    PART A

aggregate shoulders, guardrail, traffic control, and pavement marking work.   
  
Estimated Funds: 
   PART B TOTAL 

y Administration Funds  
  being used  in lieu of State Restricted  

$196,000 

   Funds     $           0 $  24,800 $  24,800 

Federal Highwa

  Economic Development Funds  $           0 $196,000 
Federal Highway Administration Funds $144,000 $           0 $144,000 
State Restricted Economic Development  

Keweenaw County Road Commission  
  Funds      $  36,000 $  55,200 $  91,200 
Total Funds     $180,000 $276,000 $456,000 

9; EDDF 42555 - 77761 
etting of 2/6/2004 

ly assist and invest in roadwa ts related to economic 
ent of the State all-season road network under 

pport economic growth, reduce traffic congestion, and upgr -season road system. 
unding Source: Federal Minimum Guarantee Funds, Federal Surface Transportation Program Funds, State 

and Keweenaw County Road Commission Funds. 
enaw County Road Commission for Part A; 71% Federal, 9% State, 

mmission for Part B; both parts based on estimate. 

 
STL 42013 – 7775
L
 
Purpose/Business Case: To financial y improvemen
development and the betterm Public Act 231. 
Benefit: Will su ade the State all
F
Transportation Economic Development Funds, 

ral, 20% KeweCommitment Level: 80% Fede
20% Keweenaw County Road Co

* Denotes a non-standard contract/amendment__________________________________________________________________________ 
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Risk Assessment: Possible loss of development opportunities. 
Cost Reduction: Low bid. 
New Project Identification: Improve existing roadway. 
Zip Code:  49945. 

 
32. Agency Construction ContractHIGHWAYS - Cost Participation for Local  

a will provide for funding 
the construction of the following improvements utilizing Transportation 

Economic Development Category F Funds:   

stimated Funds: 

Contract (2003-5656) between MDOT and the City of Escanab
participation in 

 
Bituminous paving work along Danforth Road from North 30th Street to approximately 350 feet 
north of 19th Avenue, including pulverizing existing pavement, grading, and culvert replacement 
work. 
  
E
 
State Restricted Economic Development Funds  $113,600 
City of Escanaba Funds     $  28,400 
Total Funds  $142,000 
 

6 – 77743; Delta County 

ort economic growth, reduce traffic congestion, and upgrade the State all-season road system. 
e Transportation Economic Development Funds and City of Escanaba Funds. 

y City a; bas ate. 
pportunities. 

adw

 

EDF 2156
Local Letting 
 
Purpose/Business Case: To financially assist and invest in roadway improvements related to economic 

the betterment of the State all-season road network under Public Act 231. development and 
Benefit: Will supp
Funding Source: Stat
Commitment Level: 80% State up to $113,600 and the balance b  of Escanab ed on estim
Risk Assessment: Possible loss of development o
Cost Reduction: Low bid. 
New Project Identification: xisting roImprove e ay. 
Zip Code:  49829. 
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33. onstruction ContractHIGHWAYS - Cost Participation for Local Agency C  
etween MDOT and the County of Wayne will provide for participation in 

 
dway Infrastructure 

ders in the RIMS Work Plan:   

 ORDER NO. 3 - Maintenance Infrastructure Inventory System 
 NO. 4 - Forestry Inventory and Maintenance System 

O. 5 - Facility Management Application 
ORK ORDER NO. 6 - Automated Vehicle Location Application 

ederal Highway Administration Funds $2,394,525 
 $2,394,525

Contract (2003-5663) b
the following improvements: 

Integration, implementation, and evaluation of Phase II of the Roa
Management System (RIMS), consisting of database development to inventory and monitor 
roadway information and allow integration with current Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) 
as described in the following specific work or
 
WORK ORDER NO. 1 - Pavement Inventory & Management System 
WORK ORDER NO. 2 - Complaints and Service Request 
WORK
WORK ORDER
WORK ORDER N
W
 
Estimated Funds: 
 
F
County of Wayne Funds        

    $4,789,050Total Funds  

 under the 

ong transportation modes to improve traffic 

m Funds and County of Wayne Funds. 
50% Federal up to $2,394,525 and the balance by County of Wayne; based on estimate. 

Risk Assessment: Contract required in order for County to receive these Federal Funds. 
Cost Reduction: Low bid and estimate reviewed to make sure costs are reasonable. 
New Project Identification:  New software and equipment development and management. 
Zip Code:  48226. 

 

 
ITS 82900 - 54989 
Local Letting and Force Account 
 
Purpose/Business Case: To provide for participation in Intelligent Transportation System activities

stTransportation Equity Act for the 21  Century (TEA-21). 
ation and coordination within and amBenefit:  Increased integr

operations. 
ederal Intelligent Transportation SysteFunding Source: F

Commitment Level: 

* Denotes a non-standard contract/amendment__________________________________________________________________________ 
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34. HIGHWAYS - Cost Participation for Local Agency Preliminary Engineering 

 the construction of the following improvements utilizing 
ransportation Economic Development Category C Funds:   

stimated Funds: 

$119,900    
mm

Contract (2003-5666) between MDOT and the Genesee County Road Commission will provide 
for funding participation in
T
 
The performance of preliminary engineering activities for the widening and reconstruction work 
along Elms Road from Corunna Road to Calkins Road.   
  
E
 
State Restricted Economic Development Funds  
Genesee County Road Co ission Funds   $  30,000 

0Total Funds  $149,90  

reliminary Engineering 

urpose/Business Case: To financially assist and invest in roadway improvements related to economic 
der Public Act 231. 

d upgrade the State all-season road system. 
t ion Ec omic D unds and Genesee County Road Commission 

ommitment Level: 80% State, 20% Genesee County Road Commission; based on estimate. 
ble loss of development opportunities. 

isting roadway. 
ip Code:  48532. 

 
35. 

 
EDC 25544 - 56263 
P
 
P
development and the betterment of the State all-season road network un
Benefit: Will support economic growth, reduce traffic congestion, an
Funding Source: State Transpor at on evelopment F
Funds. 
C
Risk Assessment: Possi
Cost Reduction: Low bid. 
New Project Identification: Improve ex
Z

HIGHWAYS - IDS Design Consulting Services 
Authorization (Z1) under Contract (2004-0091) between MDOT and Capital Consultants, Inc., 

e of Nashville, 
lude 

ns required for design 
ration of pavement 

nd special provisions; preparation of right-of-way plans as required; and 
undertaking of any problem solving needed during design. This authorization will be in effect 
from the date of award through February 3, 2007. The authorization amount will be $160,856.90.  
The contract term is February 3, 2004, through February 3, 2007. Source of Funds: 100% State 
Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
 
Purpose/Business Case: Design, construction, and inspection of a rehabilitation project. This project will include 
resurfacing, horizontal alignment adjustments, superelevation modifications, and geometric improvements on M-66 
from south of Assyria Road to north of Frances Street in the village of Nashville and Maple Grove Township in 
Barry County. 
Benefit: Improved pavement condition and ride quality. 
Funding Source: 100% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
Commitment Level: The hourly costs are fixed; however, the number of hours to perform this work has been 
estimated. 
Risk Assessment: Not performing this design could result in higher maintenance costs and possible dangers to the 
traveling public. 

will provide for the design of M-66 from Assyria Road to Francis Street, villag
Maple Grove Township, Barry County (CS 08051 - JN 50760C). The work items inc
preparation of required plans, typical cross-sections, details, specificatio
and construction; computation and verification of all plan quantities; prepa
marking plans a

* Denotes a non-standard contract/amendment__________________________________________________________________________ 
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Cost Reduction: Costs in professional services contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 

 
36. IGHWAYS- Real Estate Mapping Services

exceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiated based on needed service. 
New Project Identification: No, it is a rehabilitation project. 
Zip Code:  49073. 

H  

ap books for the Real Estate Support 
ate will include transferring the original hand-drawn maps into electronic format 

all additional right-of-way takes and sales of excess properties.  This contract 
ill be in effect from the date of the award through September 30, 2004.  The amount of the 

s approved on th y 1  2004 State
correct amoun of $70 rce of Funds:  80% 

way Administration Funds and 20% State Restricted Trunkline Funds (SPR). 

o update the right-of-way maps and transfer them into electronic format. 
information and electronic access. 

unding Source:  80% Federal Highway Administration Funds and 20% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 

roachments and project 

 quick access. 

 
37. 

Contract (2004-0112) between MDOT and Wilcox Professional Services, LLC, will provide for 
the update of the VanBuren and Washtenaw Counties m
Area.  This upd
and incorporating 
w
contract will be $165,490. This contract wa  e Februar 7, ,  
Administrative Board agenda, but with an in t ,000.  Sou
Federal High
 
Purpose/Benefit Case:  T
Benefit:  Will provide current 
F
Commitment Level:  The costs are fixed. 
Risk Assessment:  Incorrect information could be provided, which could result in enc
delays. 
Cost Reduction:  Updated information provides for more efficient planning of highways and electronic format 
provides
New Project Identification:  N/A. 
Zip Code:  49079 and 48176. 

HIGHWAYS- Real Estate Mapping Services 
Contract (2004-0113) between MDOT and Wilcox Professional Services, LLC, will provide for 

p books for the Real Estate Support Area.  This 

e fixed. 
isk Assessment:  Incorrect information could be provided, which could result in encroachments and project 

entification:  N/A. 

 

the update of the Midland and Kent Counties ma
update will include transferring the original hand-drawn maps into electronic format and 
incorporating all additional right-of-way takes and sales of excess properties.  This contract will 
be in effect from the date of the award through September 30, 2004.  The amount of the contract 
will be $221,400. This contract was approved on the February 17, 2004, State Administrative 
Board agenda, but with an incorrect amount of $70,000.  Source of Funds:  80% Federal 
Highway Administration Funds and 20% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. (SPR) 
 
Purpose/Benefit Case:  To update the right-of-way maps and transfer them into electronic format. 
Benefit:   Will provide current information and electronic access. 
Funding Source: 80% Federal Highway Administration Funds and 20% State Restricted Trunkline Funds. 
Commitment Level:  The costs ar
R
delays. 
Cost Reduction:  Updated information provides for more efficient planning of highways and electronic format 
provides quick access. 
New Project Id
Zip Code:  48657 and 49518. 

* Denotes a non-standard contract/amendment__________________________________________________________________________ 
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38. HIGHWAYS - IDS Engineering Services 
Contract (2004-0125) between MDOT and Wightman & Associates, Inc., will provide for 

be performed on an as needed/when needed 
basis.  The contract will be in effect from the date of award through three years.  The maximum 

 maximum amount of any authorization will be 

 
39. 

services for which the consultant is prequalified to 

contract amount will be $4,000,000, and the
$1,000,000.  Authorizations over $100,000 will be submitted to the State Administrative Board 
for approval.  Source of Funds:  Federal, Restricted State, or local funds, depending on the 
particular project authorized. 

HIGHWAYS-  IDS Real Estate Services 
Contract (2004-0130) between MDOT and L. R. Parker & Associates, Inc., will provide for all 
aspects of technical, appraisal, acquisition, and property management services for the Real Estate 
Support Area to be performed on an as needed/when needed basis.  The contract will be in effect 

om the date of award through three years.  The maximum contract amount will be $500,000, 
nds:  Federal 

line Funds, or local funds, depending on 

 
40. 

fr
and the maximum amount of any authorization will be $90,000.  Source of Fu
Highway Administration Funds, State Restricted Trunk
the particular project authorized. 

HIGHWAYS - IDS Engineering Services 
Contract (2004-0132) between MDOT and Superior Environmental Corporation will provide for 
services for which the consultant is prequalified to be performed on an as needed/when needed 

effect from the date of award through three years.  The maximum 
$4,000,000, and the maximum amount of any authorization will be 

$1,000,000.  Authorizations over $100,000 will be submitted to the State Administrative Board 
estricted State, or local funds, depending on the 

 
41. 

basis.  The contract will be in 
contract amount will be 

for approval.  Source of Funds:  Federal, R
particular project authorized. 

HIGHWAYS - IDS Engineering Services 
Contract (2004-0134) between MDOT and T.Y. Lin International Great Lakes, Inc., will provide 
for services for which the consultant is prequalified to be performed on an as needed/when 
needed basis.  The contract will be in effect from the date of award through three years.  The 
maximum contract amount will be $4,000,000, and the maximum amount of any authorization 
will be $1,000,000.  Authorizations over $100,000 will be submitted to the State Administrative 

oard for approval.  Source of Funds:  Federal, Restricted State, or local funds, depending on the 

42. vices

B
particular project authorized. 
 
HIGHWAYS - IDS Engineering Ser  

ich the consultant is prequalified to be performed on an as needed/when needed basis.  

d the maximum amount of any authorization will be $1,000,000.  
000 will be submitted to the State Administrative Board for approval.  

Source of Funds:  Federal, Restricted State, or local funds, depending on the particular project 
authorized. 

 

Contract (2004-0135) between MDOT and Burgess & Niple, Limited, will provide for services 
for wh
The contract will be in effect from the date of award through three years.  The maximum contract 
amount will be $4,000,000, an
Authorizations over $100,

* Denotes a non-standard contract/amendment__________________________________________________________________________ 
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43. HIGHWAYS - Design Consultant Services 

1,980,633.60.  Source of Funds: 81.85% Federal Highway 
Administration Funds; 15.89% State Restricted Trunkline Funds; 2.26% City of Southfield Act 

04 to 2006 STIP/TIP and is currently planned to be constructed during the 
summer of 2005. 

 and roadway safety of the expressway.  This project will also 
. 

f alternate repairs and additional maintenance, when compared to the 
reconstruction, would require additional disruptions to the traffic.  These additional disruptions would result in an 

. 

 
44. 

Contract (2004-0137) between MDOT and CH2M Hill Michigan, Inc., will provide for the 
design of the reconstruction of M-10 from Lahser Road to Beck Road, city of Southfield, 
Oakland County.  The work items include designing the reconstruction of four to six lanes in the 
northbound direction and three to five lanes in the southbound direction, for a project length of 
2.26 miles, and incorporating design plans of four bridges that will be prepared by MDOT staff.  
This contract will be in effect from the date of award through January 31, 2006.  The total 
contract amount will be $

51 Funds. 
 
Purpose/Business Case:  This contract is for the negotiated fees to design the M-10 Freeway reconstruction project.  
The project limits are along M-10, between Lahser and Beck Roads.  The project length is 2.26 miles and the 
existing pavement is in extremely poor condition.  The existing roadway consists of 4-6 lanes in the northbound 
direction, and 3-5 lanes in the southbound direction.  The project will also include the repairs on 4 associated bridges 
(the work to design the bridge repairs will be performed by MDOT personnel, with the Consultant being responsible 
for incorporating their work into the final construction package).  This project is included within MDOT's 5 year 
road plan, it will be found within the 20

Benefit:  To improve the pavement ride, condition
reduce the long term maintenance costs for this area
Funding Source:  81.85% Federal Highway Administration Funds, 15.89% State Matching Funds and 2.26% City 
of Southfield ACT 51 Funds. 
Commitment Level:  The hourly costs are fixed; however, the number of hours to perform this work has been 
estimated. 
Risk Assessment:  Based on the current condition of the expressway, a reconstruction is the preferred repair.  Please 
note, that should this work not be approved, that the cost to perform a combination of alternate repairs and additional 
maintenance, when compared to the cost of the reconstruction over the same 20 year period, would be greater.  
Additionally, the combinations o

increase costs to the users in the form of user delays
Cost Reduction:  Costs in professional services contracts are based on an actual cost plus fixed fee basis not to 
exceed the contract maximum amount.  Hours are negotiated based on needed service. 
New Project Identification:  This is not a new expressway; it is a reconstruction of the existing, with no capacity 
increase. 
Zip Code:  48034. 

HIGHWAYS - IDS Engineering Services 
Contract (2004-0138) between MDOT and Gould Engineering, Inc., will provide for services for 

hich the consultant is prequalified to be performed on an as needed/when needed basis.  The 
 award through three years.  The maximum contract 

 

w
contract will be in effect from the date of
amount will be $4,000,000, and the maximum amount of any authorization will be $1,000,000.  
Authorizations over $100,000 will be submitted to the State Administrative Board for approval.  
Source of Funds:  Federal, Restricted State, or local funds, depending on the particular project 
authorized. 
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45. HIGHWAYS - IDS Engineering Services 
Contract (2004-0139) between MDOT and Holland Engineering, Inc., will provide for services 
for which the consultant is prequalified to be performed on an as needed/when needed basis.  
The contract will be in effect from the date of award through three years.  The maximum contract 
amount will be $4,000,000, and the maximum amount of any authorization will be $1,000,000.  
Authorizations over $100,000 will be submitted to the State Administrative Board for approval.  
Source of Funds:  Federal, Restricted State, or local funds, depending on the particular project 
authorized. 

HIGHWAY
 
46. S - IDS Engineering Services 

ontract (2004-0140) between MDOT and Materials Testing Consultants, Inc., will provide for 

 
47. 

C
services for which the consultant is prequalified to be performed on an as needed/when needed 
basis.  The contract will be in effect from the date of award through three years.  The maximum 
contract amount will be $4,000,000, and the maximum amount of any authorization will be 
$1,000,000.  Authorizations over $100,000 will be submitted to the State Administrative Board 
for approval.  Source of Funds:  Federal, Restricted State, or local funds, depending on the 
particular project authorized. 

HIGHWAYS - Railroad Grade Crossing Improvement Contract 
Contract (2004-5006) between MDOT and the Road Commission for Oakland County will 
provide for funding participation in the following improvements under the State Rail Grade 

stricted Trunkline Funds $12,500 
n for Oakland County Funds $         0

Crossing Program:  
 
Installation of highway traffic control pre-signals and interconnection at the at-grade crossing of 
the tracks of Canadian National Railway with Opdyke Road (National Inventory #284-302-L) in 
Oakland County, Michigan.   
 
Estimated Funds: 
 
Federal Highway Administration Funds         $12,500 
State Re
Road Commissio   
Total Funds   $25,000 

s. 
Commitment Level: 50% Federal, 50% State; $25,000 lump sum payment. 
Risk Assessment: Loss of opportunity to enhance motorist safety at highway-railroad grade crossing. 
Cost Reduction: Local agency to perform the work at a cost determined to be at least six (6) percent less than if it 
were contracted. 
New Project Identification: Improve existing highway-railroad grade crossing. 
Zip Code:  48304. 

 

 
STR 63003 - 75203 
Railroad Force Account 
 
Purpose/Business Case: To financially assist and invest in highway-railroad grade crossing improvements to 
enhance motorist safety. 
Benefit:  Will increase motorist safety at highway-railroad grade crossing. 
Funding Source: Federal Surface Transportation Program Rail Highway Safety Funds and State Rail Grade 
Crossing Fund
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48. HIGHWAYS - Cost Participation for Local Agency Construction Contract 

Estimated Funds: 

Contract (2004-5038) between MDOT and City of Norton Shores will provide for participation 
in the construction under contract by the City of the following Transportation Enhancement 
improvements: 
 
Paved shoulder work for bicycle lanes along Forest Park Road from Henry Street to Lake 
Harbor Road. 
 

 
Federal Highway Administration Funds $324,596.00 
City of Norton Shores Funds $108,198.67 
Total Funds $432,794.67  
 
STE 61067 – 73854; Muskegon County 
Local Letting 
 
Purpose/Business Case: To provide for participation in transportation enhancement activities under the 

 required in order for City to receive these Federal Funds. 
ost Reduction: Low bid. 

 
49. ion for Local Agency Construction Contract

Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21). 
Benefit: To provide pedestrian and bicycle facilities.  
Funding Source: Federal Transportation Enhancement Activities Funds and City of Norton Shores Funds. 
Commitment level: 75% Federal up to $324,596.00 and the balance by City of Norton Shores; based on estimate. 
Risk Assessment: Contract
C
New Project Identification: New pedestrian and bicycle facilities. 
Zip Code:  49441. 

IGHWAYS - Cost ParticipatH  
43) between MDOT and City of Rochester Hills will provide for participation 
n under contract by the City of the following Transportation Enhancement 

e south city limits of 
ting, paving five trail 

rnois Road, and Avon Road), and 
work. 

inistration Funds $400,000.00 

Contract (2004-50
n the constructioi

improvements: 
 
Trail development work along abandoned railroad right-of-way from th

s Road, including ridge retrofitRochester to Adam  bridge construction, b
rossings (Adams Road, Crooks Road, Hamlin Road, Livec

aggregate placement 
 

stimated Funds: E
 
Federal Highway Adm
City of Rochester Hills Funds $197,014.93 
Total Funds $597,014.93   
 
STE 63459 – 58206; Oakland County 
Local Letting 
 
Purpose/Business Case: To provide for participation in transportation enhancement activities under the 

r the 21st Century (TEA-21). 
Benefit: To provide pedestrian and bicycle facilities. 
Funding Source: Federal Transportation Enhancement Activities Funds and City of Rochester Hills Funds. 

Transportation Equity Act fo
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Commitment level: 67% Federal up to $400,000.00 and the balance by City of Rochester Hills; based on estimate. 

 
50. 

Risk Assessment: Contract required in order for City to receive these Federal Funds. 
Cost Reduction: Low bid. 
New Project Identification: New pedestrian and bicycle facilities. 
Zip Code:  48409. 

HIGHWAYS - Cost Participation for Local Agency Construction Contract 
Contract (2004-5044) between MDOT and the Ottawa County Road Commission will provide 

r funding participation in the construction of the following improvements utilizing 
nomic Development Category A Funds:   

 Riley Street from Highway US-31 to Woodside Drive, 
storm sewer work. 

stimated Funds: 

 Economic Development Funds  $   500,000 
ttawa County Road Commission Funds     $1,552,100

fo
Transportation Eco
 
Reconstruction and widening work along
including curb and gutter and 
  
E
 
State Restricted
O  

 $2,052,100
Total Funds      

 

roadway improvements related to economic 
betterment of the State all-season road network under Public Act 231. 

Benefit: Will support economic growth, reduce traffic congestion, and upgrade the State all-season road system. 
ounty Road Commission 

ow bid. 
ew Project Identification: New width of three lanes added to existing two lanes. 

 

 
EDA 70522 - 74746 
Local Letting 
 
Purpose/Business Case: To financially assist and invest in 
development and the 

Funding Source: State Transportation Economic Development Funds and Ottawa C
Funds. 
Commitment Level: 26% State up to $500,000 and the balance by Ottawa County; based on estimate. 
Risk Assessment: Possible loss of development opportunities. 
Cost Reduction: L
N
Zip Code: 49424. 
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51. HIGHWAYS - Cost Participation for Local Agency Construction Contract 
Contract (2004-5047) between MDOT and Wexford County Road Commission will provide for 

following Transportation Enhancement 

 
 W-144 along No. 11 

stimated Funds: 

$36,123  
y Road Commission Funds $36,123

participation in the construction by the County of the 
improvements: 

Watershed improvements to control soil erosion and sedimentation for site
Road from No. 16 Road northerly approximately 1400 feet, including earthwork, culvert 
replacement, hot mix asphalt paving, slope restoration, and water quality monitoring work. 
 
E
 
Federal Highway Administration Funds 
Wexford Count  

$72,246Total Funds  

Purpose/Business Case: To provide for participation in transpo ctivities under the 
ransportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21). 
enefit: erosion and sedimentation to improve quality of water that results from roadway runoff. 

l Transportation Enhancement Activities Funds and Wexford County Road Commission 

ommitment level: 50% Federal up to $36,123 and the balance by Wexford County; based on estimate. 

e at least six (6) percent 

ion. 

 
52. rease Scope, Extend Term

 
STE 83900 - 74567 
Local Force Account 
 

rtation enhancement a
T
B Will reduce soil 
Funding Source: Federa
Funds 
C
Risk Assessment: Contract required in order for County to receive these Federal Funds. 
Cost Reduction: Local agency to perform work with own forces at a cost determined to b
less than if it were contracted. 
New Project Identification: Improve existing roadway to address quality of water that results from roadway runoff 
and eros
Zip Code: 49668. 

*MULTI-MODAL - Inc   
 Transportation Authority 

(MTA), Genesee County, will provide for the purchase of five additional needed vans, will shift 
funding between line items in order to use funds remaining in the bus line item for the purchase 
of the additional vans, and will extend the contract term by one year to provide sufficient time 
for MTA to complete the purchase of the additional vans. The original contract provides State 
matching funds for MTA's Federal Section 5307 Urbanized Area Formula Capital Program grant 
for the purchase of ten 35-foot buses and ten vans. The vehicles originally approved have been 
acquired. The revised contract term will be April 4, 2001, through April 3, 2005. The total 
contract amount remains unchanged at $1,704,184.  Source of Funds: Federal Transit 
Administration Funds - $1,363,347; FY 2001 State Restricted Comprehensive Transportation 
Funds - $340,837. 
 
Purpose/Business Case:  Provides for the purchase of five additional vehicles, the adjustment of funding between 
line items, and a one-year time extension.  
Benefit:  Increase public safety through improved transportation infrastructure. 
Funding Source: Federal Transit Administration - $1,363,347; FY 2001 State Restricted Comprehensive 
Transportation Funds - $340,837. 
Commitment Level:  Contract based on cost estimates. 
Risk Assessment:  The risk of not approving this amendment is the loss of Federal funds. 

Amendatory Contract (2001-0490/A1) between MDOT and Mass
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Cost Reduction:  Grant amount is determined by the FTA and is not negotiated. 
New Project Identification: This is an amendment to an existing project; no additional funds are requested. 
Zip Code:  48503. 

MULTI MODA

 
 
53. L - Time Extension-  

t and 
a bus washer.  Facility renovation is currently scheduled for completion in 
riginal contract provides State matching funds for CATA's FY 2001 Federal 

apital Program grants. Th contra t term will be 
.  The total contrac ains unchanged at 
ansit Administration Funds - $3,399,402; FY 2001 

ed Funds - $833,851; CATA Funds - $16,000. 

To extend the contract term to complete facility renovation, purchase of maintenance 
 of a bus washer. 

enefit: Increase public safety through improved transportation infrastructure. 

eduction: Grant amount is determined by FTA and is not negotiated. 

 
54. ase Local Funding

Amendatory Contract (2001-0562/A1) between MDOT and the Capital Area Transportation 
Authority (CATA) in Ingham County will extend the contract term by one year.  Due to delays in 
completion of the CATA facility renovation, CATA requires additional time to complete the 
acility renovation and two other project activities, the purchase of maintenance equipmenf

the installation of 
arly 2005.  The oe

Section 5307 Urbanized Area Formula C e revised c
April 20, 2001, through April 19, 2005 t cost rem

 Source of Funds: Federal Tr$4,249,253. 
tate RestrictS

 
Purpose/Business Case: 
equipment, and installation
B
Funding Source: Federal Transit Administration Funds - $3,399,402; FY2001 State Restricted Funds - $833,851; 
CATA Funds - $16,000. 
Commitment Level: Contract based on cost estimates. 
Risk Assessment:  The risk of not approving the amendment is the loss of Federal funds.  
Cost R
New Project Identification: Not a new construction project. 
Zip Code: 48910. 

MULTI-MODAL -  Decre  

Belding will eliminate the local funding of $33,054 due to lower than originally 
estimated costs.  The original authorization provides State matching funds for the city's FY 2002 

riginally included because it was anticipated 

94,350. 
ommitment Level: Contract based on cost estimates. 

 

Project Authorization Revision (Z2/R2) under Master Agreement (2002-0016) between MDOT 
and the City of 

Federal Section 5311 Program.  Local funding was o
that Federal and State funds would be insufficient for the facility construction. The authorization 
term remains unchanged, September 24, 2002 through September 23, 2005.  The revised total 
authorization amount will be $471,750.  The term of the Master Agreement is from October 1, 
2001, until the last obligation between the parties has been fulfilled.  The Master Agreement 
includes authorizations for program years FY 2002 through FY 2006.  Source of Funds: Federal 
Transit Administration Funds - $377,400; FY 2002 State Restricted Comprehensive 
Transportation Funds - $94,350. 
 
Purpose/Business Case: Provides for a reduction in local funding for facility construction. 
Benefit: Increase public safety through improved transportation infrastructure. 
Funding Source: Federal Transit Administration Funds - $377,400; FY 2002 State Restricted Comprehensive 
Transportation Funds - $
C
Risk Assessment: The risks of not awarding this authorization are that Federal funds will be lost and the needed 
facility work will not be completed.   
Cost Reduction: Grant amount is determined by FTA and is not negotiated. 
New Project Identification: This is a new facility construction project. 
Zip Code:  48809. 
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55. MULTI-MODAL - Decrease in Amount 
Project Authorization Revision (Z2/R1) under Master Agreement (2002-0090) between MDOT 

ties Area Transportation Authority (TCATA) in Benton Harbor will reduce the 
Due to a shortfall in operating revenues, the agency has 

riately retained and 

eral: -$30,209; State: -$7,471; Local: 

fication:  Not a new construction project. 
Zip Code: 49023. 

56. 

and the Twin Ci
authorization amount by $37,760.  
requested that federal funding in this authorization be reduced and applied toward operating 
expenses.  Reducing the funding for capital items and redirecting the Federal 5307 funds for 
operating expenses will help to resolve the agency's operating shortfall.  The original 
authorization provides State matching funds for the FY 2003 Federal Section 5307 Urbanized 
Area Formula Capital Program funding.  The contract term remains unchanged, March 25, 2003, 
through March 24, 2006. The revised total authorization amount will be $257,740.  The term of 
the Master Agreements is from October 1, 2001, until the last obligation between the parties has 
been fulfilled.  The Master Agreement includes authorizations for program years FY 2002 
through FY 2006.  Source of Funds: Federal Transit Administration Funds - $206,191; State 
Restricted Comprehensive Transportation Funds - $50,629; TCATA Funds - $920. 
 
Purpose/Business Case: Provides for an authorization reduction of $37,760. 
Benefit:  The federal reduction amount, $30,209, can be applied to TCATA's operating expenses due to a shortfall 
in operating revenue.   
Funding Source:  Federal Transit Administration Funds - $206,191; State Restricted Comprehensive Transportation 
Funds - $50,629, TCATA Funds - $920. 
Commitment Level: Contract based on cost estimates. 
Risk Assessment: The risk of not approving this revision is that Federal funds will be inapprop
not available for needed transit operating.   

 by $37,760 (FedCost Reduction: Federal, State, and Local shares are reduced
-$80). 
New Project Identi

 
*MULTI-MODAL - Rail Passenger 
Contract (2003-0562) between MDOT and Rauhorn Electric, Inc., will provide for the 
installation of an innovative grade crossing warning device at the grade crossing of the Norfolk 
Southern Corporation at Pierce Road, Sylvan Township, Washtenaw County.  The device is a 
system of in-pavement lights to be interconnected with the existing flashing-light signals, half-
roadway gates, and signal circuitry.  The test project will include installation and maintenance of 
the device, interconnection with the existing railroad grade crossing warning devices, electrical 
power supply, video monitoring, and removal of the device and restoration of the roadways, 
when necessary.  This test project is being conducted to study the new device's effectiveness in 
eliminating the occurrence of motorists ignoring fully activated flashing-light signals and half 
roadway gates.  This test project has been approved by the Federal Highway Administration 
FHWA) and the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA).  The total cost of the contract will be 

 FRA grant, and the 

unds - $82,694.30.     

ce.  The device is to be tested for its effectiveness in deterring motorists from 
 weather conditions.   

(
$134,040.  The effective date of the contract will be the effective date of the
contract will be in effect for two years.  Source of Funds:  FRA Funds - $51,345.70; FY 2002 
State Restricted Trunkline F
 
Purpose/Business Case: This is a cooperative effort between the FHWA, the FRA, and MDOT to test this 
innovative grade crossing warning devi
ignoring active warning devices and for operating reliability in Michigan's varied
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Benefit: The Federal approval allows MDOT to be the first state in the nation to install and test this new grade 

ip Code:  48118. 
 
57. 

crossing warning device.  Michigan has long been a national leader in promoting grade crossing safety and initiating 
improvements for the safety of our motoring public. This project provides an opportunity for Michigan to remain in 
the forefront of safety innovation. If approved, it also gives Michigan access to another tool that could reduce 
crashes and save lives. 
Funding Source:  FRA Funds - 51,345.70; FY 2002 State Restricted Trunkline Funds - $82,694.30.        
Commitment Level: The contract is based on estimated costs.  
Risk Assessment: If the contract is not awarded, Michigan would lose the opportunity to be recognized as a national 
leader in improving grade crossing safety.  This device also has the potential of eliminating one of railroad safety's 
biggest offenders, the gate runner, which could lead to a substantial reduction in crashes, injuries, and fatalities.  
MDOT would also lose the Federal grant monies, up to a maximum of $150,000.   
Cost Reduction: The cost has been examined by MDOT's Rail Passenger Section and found to be reasonable.  
Should this device be approved for statewide use, the costs would likely decrease as installation methods improve, 
we obtain quantity buying rates, and video monitoring would not be necessary.  
New Project Identification: This is a new project, resulting from nearly two years of application, negotiation, and 
coordination between federal, state and county agencies and the railroad, along with the vendors who will provide 
the final product and installation. 
Z

MULTI-MODAL - Road Crossing Crossing Closure 
Contract (2004-0115) between MDOT and the City of Lansing will provide a lump sum 
incentive payment in exchange for the City's action to close Sheridan Street at its grade crossing 

ansing. This work will enhance motorist safety by 

te of award of the contract.  The contract will be in effect 

 FY 2004 State Restricted Trunkline Funds- 

 
g undertaken in the interest of public safety and in support of a Federal 

 the road closures.  The project funding can be used for 
y transportation-related purpose. 

 

with CSX Transportation, Inc., in the city of L
eliminating a location of potential conflict between vehicles and trains.  All closure work will be 
completed within one year of the da
from the date of award until the last obligation between the parties has been fulfilled. The total 
contract amount will be $50,000. Source of Funds:
$50,000. 

Purpose/Business Case: This action is bein
goal to reduce the number of public at-grade railroad crossings nationwide by 25%.  Michigan law (MCLA 
247.661(1)(c)(iv) and 247.661(14)(f)) provides for cash incentive payments to local road jurisdictions. 
Benefit: The road closure is being undertaken by the City for the sole purpose of enhancing motorist safety.  
Closing Sheridan Street at the railroad track will end vehicular movements over this grade crossing and eliminate 
potential car-train crashes. 
Funding Source: The cash incentive payment for these closures comes from state dedicated grade crossing safety 
funds appropriated under the provisions of MCLA 247.660(1)(a).   FY 2004 State Restricted Trunkline Funds - 
$50,000. 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is fixed and will be paid on a lump sum basis.  No additional costs will be 
allowed. 
Risk Assessment: The availability of this State incentive payment was critical to the City of Lansing's decision to 
close the street.  Failure to provide this funding would jeopardize the closure and its associated public safety 
benefits. 
Cost Reduction: The costs of accomplishing the closure will be borne by the road authority and the railroad.  
Neither MDOT nor any other State agency will be responsible for ongoing maintenance. 
New Project Identification: This is not a construction project, but rather a cash incentive payment provided to the 
local road authority in exchange for enhancing safety through
an
Zip Code: 48906. 
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58. *MULTI-MODAL - Railroad Crossing Closure 
Contract (2004-0117) between MDOT and the City of Trenton will provide a lump sum 
incentive payment in exchange for the City's action to close Elm Street at its grade crossings 
with Conrail and Grand Trunk Western Railroad in the City of Trenton. This work will enhance 

ains. All 
 the date of award of the contract.  The 

on Funds - $13,000. 

%.  Both Michigan law (MCLA 

eing undertaken by the City for the sole purpose of enhancing motorist safety.  
at the railroad tracks will end vehicular movements over these multi-track grade crossings and 

eliminate potential car-train crashes. 
res comes from State and Federal dedicated grade 

OT nor any other State agency will be responsible for ongoing maintenance. 
ew Project Identification: This is not a construction project, but rather cash incentive payments provided to the 

 
59. 

motorist safety by eliminating locations of potential conflict between vehicles and tr
closure work will be completed within one year of
contract will be in effect from the date of award until the last obligation between the parties has 
been fulfilled. The total contract amount will be $58,000. Source of Funds: FY 2004 State 
Restricted Trunkline Funds - $45,000; Federal Highway Administrati
 
Purpose/Business Case: This action is being undertaken in the interest of public safety and in support of a Federal 
goal to reduce the number of public at-grade railroad crossings nationwide by 25
247.661(1)(c)(iv) and 247.661(14)(f)) and Federal law (USC Title 23 Section 130) provide for cash incentive 
payments to local road jurisdictions. 
Benefit: The road closures are b
Closing Elm Street 

Funding Source: The cash incentive payments for these closu
crossing safety funds appropriated under the provisions of MCLA 247.660(1)(a) and USC Title 23 Section 130, 
respectively.  FY 2004 State Restricted Trunkline Funds - $45,000, Federal Highway Administration Funds - 
$13,000. 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is fixed and will be paid on a lump sum basis.  No additional costs will be 
allowed. 
Risk Assessment: The availability of this State incentive payment was critical to the City of Trenton's decision to 
close the street.  Failure to provide this funding would jeopardize the closures and their associated public safety 
benefits. 
Cost Reduction: The costs of accomplishing the closures will be borne by the road authority and the railroad.  
Neither MD
N
local road authority in exchange for enhancing safety through the road closure. The project funding can be used for 
any transportation-related purpose. 
Zip Code: 48183. 

*MULTI-MODAL - Railroad Crossing Closure 
Contract (2004-0118) between MDOT and the City of Trenton will provide a lump sum 

nrail and Grand Trunk Western Railroad in the city of Trenton. This work will enhance 

work will be in effect from the date of award of the contract.  The contract will be in 

 Federal law (USC Title 23 Section 130) provide for cash incentive 
ad jurisdictions. 

Benefit: The road closure is being undertaken by the City for the sole purpose of enhancing motorist safety.  
Closing Buffalo Street at the railroad tracks will end vehicular movements over this multi-track grade crossing and 
eliminate potential car-train crashes. 

incentive payment in exchange for the City's action to close Buffalo Street at its grade crossings 
with Co
motorist safety by eliminating locations of potential conflict between vehicles and trains. All 
closure 
effect from the date of award until the last obligation between the parties has been fulfilled. The 
total contract amount will be $43,000. Source of Funds: FY 2004 State Restricted Trunkline 
Funds - $30,000; Federal Highway Administration Funds - $13,000. 
 
Purpose/Business Case: This action is being undertaken in the interest of public safety and in support of a Federal 
goal to reduce the number of public at-grade railroad crossings nationwide by 25%.  Both Michigan law (MCLA 
247.661(1)(c)(iv) and 247.661(14)(f)) and
payments to local ro
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Funding Source: The cash incentive payments for these closures comes from State and Federal dedicated grade 

ew Project Identification: This is not a construction project, but rather cash incentive payments provided to the 

 
60. 

crossing safety funds appropriated under the provisions of MCLA 247.660(1)(a) and USC Title 23 Section 130, 
respectively.  FY 2004 State Restricted Trunkline Funds - $30,000, Federal Highway Administration Funds - 
$13,000. 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is fixed and will be paid on a lump sum basis.  No additional costs will be 
allowed. 
Risk Assessment: The availability of this State incentive payment was critical to the City of Trenton's decision to 
close the street.  Failure to provide this funding would jeopardize the closures and their associated public safety 
benefits. 
Cost Reduction: The costs of accomplishing the closures will be borne by the road authority and the railroad.  
Neither MDOT nor any other State agency will be responsible for ongoing maintenance. 
N
local road authority in exchange for enhancing safety through the road closure. The project funding can be used for 
any transportation-related purpose. 
Zip Code: 48183. 

*MULTI-MODAL - Railroad Crossing Closure 
Contract (2004-0119) between MDOT and the City of Trenton will provide a lump sum 
incentive payment in exchange for the City's action to close Toledo Road at its grade crossings 
with Conrail and Grand Trunk Western Railroad in the city of Trenton. This work will enhance 
motorist safety by eliminating locations of potential conflict between vehicles and trains.  All 
closure work will be completed within one year of the date of award of the contract.  The 

oth Michigan law (MCLA 

ng undertaken by the City for the sole purpose of enhancing motorist safety.  
 at the railroad tracks will end vehicular movements over these multi-track grade crossings and 

eliminate potential car-train crashes. 
es from State and Federal dedicated grade 

nce. 
ew Project Identification: This is not a construction project, but rather cash incentive payments provided to the 

 

contract will be in effect from the date of award until the last obligation between the parties has 
been fulfilled. The contract amount will be $66,000. Source of Funds: FY 2004 State Restricted 
Trunkline Funds - $53,000; Federal Highway Administration Funds - $13,000. 
 
Purpose/Business Case: This action is being undertaken in the interest of public safety and in support of a Federal 
goal to reduce the number of public at-grade railroad crossings nationwide by 25%.  B
247.661(1)(c)(iv) and 247.661(14)(f)) and Federal law (USC Title 23 Section 130) provide for cash incentive 
payments to local road jurisdictions. 
Benefit: The road closures are bei
Closing Toledo Road

Funding Source: The cash incentive payments for these closures com
crossing safety funds appropriated under the provisions of MCLA 247.660(1)(a) and USC Title 23 Section 130, 
respectively.  FY 2004 State Restricted Trunkline Funds - $53,000, Federal Highway Administration Funds - 
$13,000. 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is fixed and will be paid on a lump sum basis.  No additional costs will be 
allowed. 
Risk Assessment: The availability of this State incentive payment was critical to the City of Trenton's decision to 
close the street.  Failure to provide this funding would jeopardize the closures and their associated public safety 
benefits.  These crossings have been the site of multiple car-train crashes over the past several years. 
Cost Reduction: The costs of accomplishing the closures will be borne by the road authority and the railroad.  
Neither MDOT nor any other state agency will be responsible for ongoing maintena
N
local road authority in exchange for enhancing safety through the road closures. The project funding can be used for 
any transportation-related purpose. 
Zip Code: 48183. 
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61. *MULTI-MODAL - Section 5313(b) 
Contract (2004-0121) between MDOT and the Central Upper Peninsula Planning & 
Development Regional Commission in Escanaba will provide State matching funds to the 
Federal Section 5313(b) State Planning and Research Program grant for the preparation of a 
transit development plan for Marquette County. The effective date of this contract will be the 

tract will be $25,000. 

   
ase: Provides for a transit development plan within Marquette County. 

Benefit:  Improved transportation services. 
000; FY 2004 State Restricted Comprehensive Funds - 

 
62. 

date of award of the Federal grant, and the contract will be in effect for three years. The contract 
is retroactive due to the term matching the Federal grant effective date. This is one of the 
retroactive contract categories exempted by State Administrative Board (SAB) on October 6, 
1992, from the SAB retroactive contract policy. The total cost of the con
Source of Funds: Federal Transit Administration Funds - $20,000; FY 2004 State Restricted 
Comprehensive Funds - $5,000. 
    
Purpose/Business C

Funding Source: Federal Transit Administration - $20,
$5,000. 
Commitment Level: Contract based on cost estimates. 
Risk Assessment: The risk of not approving this contract is the loss of Federal funds.  
Cost Reduction: Grant amount is determined by FTA and is not negotiated. 
New Project Identification: Not a new construction project. 
Zip Code: 49829. 

*MULTI-MODAL - Rail Passenger 
Contract (2004-0129) between MDOT and the National Railroad Passenger Corporation 

mtrak) will provide $175,000 of State funds for the installation of water and power facilities at 

ilitate the new Blue Water service schedule. 

ent Level:  Contract is based on cost estimates. 

this installation 

ort Huron train station. 

 

(A
the Port Huron, Michigan, passenger train station.  This installation will allow the train to be 
overnighted in Port Huron which is necessary to facilitate the schedule improvements associated 
with the new Blue Water rail passenger service. The contract will be in effect from the date of 
award through September 30, 2004.  The total contract amount will be $175,000.  Source of 
Funds:  FY 2004 State Restricted Comprehensive Transportation Funds - $175,000. 
 
Purpose/Business Case:  Provides for the installation of water and power facilities at the Port Huron, Michigan, rail 
passenger station. 
Benefit:  This installation will allow the train to be overnighted and serviced in Port Huron.  This will allow the 
train to fac
Funding Source:  FY 2004 State Restricted Comprehensive Transportation Funds -$175,000. 
Commitm
Risk Assessment:  If this work is not completed, the train will not be able to be serviced until it returns to Chicago.  
The service includes the replenishing of water and sanitary tanks, coach housekeeping, and engine readiness. 
Cost Reduction:  Amtrak is sensitive to current economic constraints and has assured MDOT that 
will meet our quality standards without exceeding the not to exceed contract amount.   
New Project Identification:  This project will provide water and power at the existing P
Zip Code:  48060. 
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63. *MULTI-MODAL (Aeronautics) - Increase Scope and Amount 
Amendatory Contract (2001-0996/A2) between MDOT and the City of Battle Creek will add 
aerial survey work and topography data digitizing to the project and will increase the contract 
amount by $8,026.  The original contract provides for the design of the rehabilitation of taxiway 
D and the update of an airport layout plan at the W. K. Kellogg Airport in Battle Creek, 
Michigan.   The contract term remains unchanged, November 7, 2001, through November 6, 
2004.  The revised total contract amount will be $194,026.  Source of Funds: 
 
      Previous Total  Increase Revised Total 
Federal Aviation Administration Funds $167,400          $7,224     $174,624 
State Restricted Aeronautics Funds  $    9,300         $   401     $    9,701  

0City of Battle Creek Funds   $    9,30          $   401     $    9,701 
Total      $186,000         $8,026     $194,026  

al survey work and digitizing of the topography data.  This 

P will meet current Federal 

ronautics Funds - $9,701; City of Battle Creek Funds - 
tal - $194,026. 

Commitment Level:  The contract has a fixed cost. 
ded, the project may not proceed as planned, and Federal funds could 

 
64. 

   
Purpose/Business Case:  The project is for the design of a taxiway rehabilitation and for an airport layout plan 
(ALP) update.  The ALP update requires additional aeri

rder to complete the ALP update. work is needed in o
xisting ALBenefit:  The benefit derived from the project is that the updating of the e

A) standards and ALP review requirements. Aviation Administration (FA
AA Funds - $174,624; State Restricted AeFunding Source: F

$9,701; Contract To

Risk Assessment:  If the contract is not awar
be lost. 
Cost Reduction:  The consultant contract was reviewed by MDOT personnel for cost reductions. 
New Project Identification: The amendment is for an update to an existing document. 
Zip Code:  49017. 

*MULTI-MODAL (Aeronautics) – Increase Services, Reduce Amount, Extend Term 
Amendatory Contract (2003-0311/A1) between MDOT and the Economic Development 
Corporation of Chippewa County (EDCCC) will increase the services in order to add the 
urchase of an aircraft rescue fire fighting (ARFF) vehicle to the project; will reduce the cost of 

ntract amount by $134,768; and will 
Federal Aviation 

receiving Federal funding for certain types of 

n.  The revised contract 
be 

e of Funds: 
 
                 Previous Total

p
the snow removal equipment, as the actual cost of the equipment was less than anticipated; will 
reduce the cost of the design portion of the project, as the actual cost was less than anticipated; 
will adjust funding between line items; will decrease the co
extend the contract term by seventeen years in order to comply with a 
Administration regulation that requires airports 
projects to remain fully operational for a period of twenty years.  The original contract provides 
for the purchase of snow removal equipment with loader, blower, grader, pickup, and chute at 
the Chippewa County International Airport in Sault Ste. Marie, Michiga
term will be June 4, 2003, through June 3, 2023.  The revised total contract amount will 
$976,232.  Sourc

  Decrease Revised Total 
Federal Aviation Administration Funds $   999,900      ($121,292)  $878,608 
State Restricted Aeronautics Funds  $     55,550      ($   6,738)  $  48,812  
EDCCC Funds    $     55,550      ($   6,738)  $  48,812 
Total      $1,111,000      ($134,768)  $976,232 
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Purpose/Business Case:  The amendment will reduce the cost of the snow removal equipment, for which bids came 

se time. 
CCC Funds - $48,812; 

o maint  plann  

a ed, the r wou  t thout State
ld pr mpt a c ncom  b l com ector, 

e airp
nt.   

: This is an amendment to an existing contract. 

 
65. 

in lower than estimated, and add the purchase of an ARFF vehicle.  FAA regulations call for fire and rescue 
response for all airports with passenger service.  The airport sponsor had planned to purchase the ARFF vehicle at a 
later date, but when Federal funds became available, the FAA agreed to add it to last year's grant.   The time 
extension is needed in order to comply with an FAA regulation that requires airports receiving Federal funding for 
certain types of projects to remain fully operational for a period of twenty years. 
Benefit:  The purchase of the ARFF vehicle will provide fire protection and rescue response for the airport.  FAA 
regulations require that a vehicle must not only be available, but also have an adequate respon

unding Source:  FAA Funds - $878,608; State Restricted Aeronautics Funds - $48,812; EDF
Contract Total - $976,232. 
Commitment Level:  The airport sponsor is obligated by past grants t ain Federal ing, development,
and safety standards. 
Risk Assessment:  If the contract is not aw rd  local sponso ld have o proceed wi  Federal and  
participation.  A delay in the project cou o itation for no pliance y the Federa pliance insp
which could affect the receipt of future grants from the FAA for th ort. 

ndment reduces the total contract amouCost Reduction:  The ame
New Project Identification
Zip Code:  49788. 

MULTI-MODAL (Aeronautics) - Land Acquisition 
Contract (2004-0127) between MDOT and the City of Three Rivers will provide Federal and 

s, Michigan.  This is a sub-grant issued pursuant to the conditions 
ederal Aviation Administration (FAA).  The contract 

251,000. 

ase:  Will provide for reimbursement of funds expended by the City of Three Rivers, including 
the cost to purchase land, including closing and relocation costs.  The land is needed for the extension of runway 09. 

ew extended 

 
66. 

State grant funds for the land acquisition costs of parcel 15 at the Three Rivers Municipal-Dr. 
Haines Airport in Three River
of the Block Grant given to MDOT by the F
will be in effect from the date of award through twenty years.  Source of Funds:  FAA Funds (via 
Block Grant) - $225,900; City of Three Rivers Funds - $25,100; Contract Total - $
 
Purpose/Business C

Benefit:  The current runway length is not sufficient for aircraft needing to use the runway, and the n
length will meet these needs.  The property acquisition is needed to control the runway protection zone (RPZ) and 
approach to runway 09.  The community will benefit from the additional runway length in that the airport will be 
able to accommodate heavier airport traffic and the existing air industrial park. 
Funding Source: FAA Funds (via Block Grant) - $225,900; City of Three Rivers Funds - $25,100; Contract Total - 
$251,000. 
Commitment Level:  Land acquisition contracts are based on appraised values. 
Risk Assessment:  If the contract is not awarded, the project may not proceed as planned, as the local government 
cannot afford the cost without Federal participation. 
Cost Reduction:  All costs for land acquisition are in accordance with CFR, Title 49, Part 24, Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition for Federal and Federally-Assisted Programs. 
New Project Identification: This is a new project, although the land acquisition is required for an existing facility. 
Zip Code:  49093. 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING - Congestion Management System 
Project Authorization (Z16) issued under Master Agreement (2003-0004) between MDOT and 

e Grand Valley Metropolitan Council (GVMC) will provide for facilitation and assistance in 
e und rtakin of tra sporta on planning efforts and activities at and 

stem 
 forma

0, 20 or ount 
r 30, 

 Funds:  81.85% Federal Highway Administration Funds (Surface 
Transportation Program - Urban Area) and 18.15% GVMC Funds. 

th
th e g n ti  the local regional levels. 
This project will provide for the update and maintenance of the Congestion Management Sy
for GVMC member agencies using in tion collected by the consultant. The authorization 
will be in effect from the date of award through September 3 04.  The auth ization am
will be $61,102. The term of the Master Agreement is October 1, 2002, through Septembe
2005.    Source of
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Purpose/Business Case:  In compliance with Title 23 Sections 134 and 135;  23 CFR 450.100 - 450.336;  49 USC 
Chapter 53, Sections 5303 and 5313; a Metropolitan Planning Organization is designated for each urbanized area 
with a population of more than 50,000 by agreement between the Governor and the units of general purpose local 
governments to carry out transportation planning activities. 
Benefit: To provide funding and facilitate in the undertaking of transportation planning efforts and activities at the 

ited above to 

18.15% GVMC Funds.  

nning Organization (MPO) statewide.  The UWP describes all transportation planning work 

lations as cited above could result in the 
ity to spend millions of dollars for 

ing activities throughout the State. 
Cost Reduction:  The cost of planning activities is negotiated by the local agency/MPO.  Review and concurrence 

at the federal level.  The cost of this planning 

 
67. 

local and regional levels. 
Funding Source: Dedicated Federal funds that must be passed through by Federal regulations c
Metropolitan Planning Organizations. 81.85% Federal Highway Administration Funds (Surface Transportation 
Program - Urban Area); and 
Commitment Level: The cost of this project is based on the Federally-approved Unified Work Program (UWP) for 
each Metropolitan Pla
activities for the fiscal year and includes budgeted dollar amounts.  The cost of projects is based on the budgeted 
amount in the current UWP for each MPO, and the work is expected to be completed in the fiscal year for which it is 
approved. 
Risk Assessment:  Failure to comply with Federal law and regu
decertification of Metropolitan Planning Organizations and the inabil
transportation plann

are performed at the state level, and approval is given 
activity/equipment is commensurate with the overall budget for the local planning agency for the fiscal year. 
New Project Identification:  These are on-going project agreements for transportation planning administrative 
grants. The amounts are determined annually by formula under the Federal Highway Administration Planning 112 
program and the Federal Transit Administration 5303 and 5313 transit planning and coordination program. 
Zip Code:  49503. 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING - TGIS Maintenance and Update 
Project Authorization (Z17) issued under Master Agreement (2003-0004) between MDOT and 

04.  The authorization amount 

rce of Funds:  81.85% Federal Highway Administration Funds (Surface Transportation 

ed for each urbanized area 
l 

 out transportation planning activities. 
Benefit: To provide funding and facilitate in the undertaking of transportation planning efforts and activities at the 

the Grand Valley Metropolitan Council (GVMC) will provide for facilitation and assistance in 
the undertaking of transportation planning efforts and activities at the local and regional levels. 
This project will provide for the update and expansion of the GVMC data base for the 
Transportation Geographic Information System (TGIS) developed in 1997. The authorization 
will be in effect from the date of award through September 30, 20
will be $18,000.  The term of the Master Agreement is October 1, 2002, through September 30, 
2005. Sou
Program - Urban Area) and 18.15% GVMC Funds. 
 
Purpose/Business Case:  In compliance with Title 23 Sections 134 and 135;  23 CFR 450.100 - 450.336;  49 USC 
Chapter 53 Sections 5303 and 5313, a Metropolitan Planning Organization is designat
with a population of more than 50,000 by agreement between the Governor and the units of general purpose loca
governments to carry

local and regional levels. 
Funding Source: Dedicated Federal funds that must be passed through by federal regulations cited above to 
Metropolitan Planning Organizations. 81.85% Federal Highway Administration Funds (Surface Transportation 
Program - Urban Area) and 18.15% GVMC Funds.  
Commitment Level: The cost of this project is based on the Federally-approved Unified Work Program (UWP) for 
Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) statewide.  The UWP describes all transportation planning work 
activities for the fiscal year and includes budgeted dollar amounts.  The cost of projects is based on the budgeted 
amount in the current UWP for each MPO, and the work is expected to be completed in the fiscal year it is approved 
for. 
Risk Assessment:  Failure to comply with Federal law and regulations as cited above could result in the 
decertification of the Metropolitan Planning Organizations and the inability to spend millions of dollars for 
transportation planning activities throughout the State. 
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Cost Reduction:  Cost of planning activities is negotiated by the local agency/MPO.  Review and concurrence are 

ral Highway Administration Planning 112 program and 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

performed at the state level, and approval is given at the federal level.  The cost of this planning activity/equipment 
is commensurate with the overall budget for the local planning agency for the fiscal year. 
New Project Identification:  These are on-going projects for transportation planning administrative grants. The 
amounts are determined annually by formula under the Fede
the Federal Transit Administration 5303 and 5313 transit planning and coordination program. 
Zip Code:  49503. 
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TRAFFIC  SIGNAL  COST  PARTICIPATION  AGREEMENTS 
 
68. I-69 EB Off Ramp at Morrish Road (Raceway), Swartz Creek, Genesee County 

25042-01-008 
Estimated Modernization Cost 

artz Creek Funds $   1,921 
State Restricted Trunkline Funds $      641 
FHWA Funds $ 25,615

City of Sw

 
Total $ 28,177 

 
9. US-131BR, M-20 (State) at M-20 (Maple) N Jct, City of Big Rapids, Mecosta County6  

54012-01-001 
Estimated Modernization Cost 

FHWA Funds $ 46,207 
Total $ 46,207 
 

0. M-82 (Main) at Division, City of Fremont, Newaygo County7  
62011-01-001 

Estimated Modernization Cost 
FHWA Funds $ 57,702 
Total $ 57,702 

 
71. US-24 (Telegraph) at 13 Mile Road, Bingham Farms, Oakland County 

63031-01-006 
Estimated Modernization Cost 

FHWA Funds $ 56,880 
Total $ 56,880 

 
72. US-24 (Telegraph) at 14 Mile Road, Bingham Farms, Oakland County 

63031-01-009 
Estimated Modernization Cost 

FHWA Funds $ 52,381 
Total $ 52,381 
 

73. US-10,US-24 (Telegraph) at Quarton NW Jct, Bloomfield Township, Oakland County 
63031-01-015 

Estimated Modernization Cost 
FHWA Funds $ 39,428 
Total $ 39,428 

 
74. I-94 BL (Electric) at 10th Street, City of Port Huron, St. Clair County 

77032-01-003 
Estimated Modernization Cost 

City of Port Huron Funds $   1,277 
State Restricted Trunkline Funds $   1,278 
FHWA Funds $ 25,547 
Total $ 28,102 
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Purpose/B ities, villages, and 
boards of county roads of commissioners for the construction, improvement, and/or maintenance of electronic 

cities, villages, and 
e and maintenance 

nic devices.  MDOT has made findings that such negotiated agreements are in the public interest.  
Benefit: The use of electronic devices provides improved op ublic.  The cost 
agreeme for the operation o e elec ices. 
Funding  funds, de ding o icular installation. 
Commit dual cost agreement f ion of the installation operation. 
Risk As
Cost Re

ew Project Identification:  Modernization of existing electronic devices. 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

usiness Case:  ACT 51, Public Acts of 1951, authorizes MDOT to contract with c

devices on State trunkline roadways.  Under the terms of the standard cost agreements, the 
rsed for labor and materials for installation and annual electrical power usagboards are reimbu

costs of the electro
eration and safety for the motoring p

nts establish funding responsibility f th tronic dev
 Source:  Federal, State Restricted, or local pen n the part

 shown on the indiviment level:  Costs as or the durat
sessment:  Loss of local participation funding for the operation of the installation. 
duction: Fixed costs as shown on the cost agreement. 

N
Zip Code: 48473, 49307, 49412, 48025, 48302, and 48060 (in order of projects listed above).  
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BID LETTING 
 

STATE PROJECTS 
 

75. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004               ENG. EST.           LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402001                       $ 12,076,530.47     $ 13,219,715.61     
PROJECT  ANH 18024-75774 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                        % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - APRIL 19, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - AUGUST 26, 2004                         9.47 % 
 
8.742 mi of mainline concrete rubblization, hot mix asphalt 
overlay, shoulder widening, drainage improvements and ramp 
extensions on US-10, from west of Ludington Drive easterly 
to US-127, in Grant and Surrey Townships, Clare County. 
 
         BIDDER                           ORIGINAL A             AS-CHECKED A 
 
 
Rieth-Riley Construction Co., Inc. 
Michigan Paving and Materials Company 
Central Asphalt, Inc. 
H & D, Inc. 
Fisher Contracting/Central Asphalt     $ 13,219,715.61           Same    1 ** 
 
 
         BIDDER               ORIGINAL A+Lane Rental AS-CHECKED A+Lane Rental 
 
Rieth-Riley Construction Co., Inc. 
Michigan Paving and Materials Co 
Central Asphalt, Inc. 
H & D, Inc. 
Fisher Contracting/Central Asphalt   $ 14,519,715.61           Same    1 ** 
 
  1  Bidder 
 
NOTE:   The ORIGINAL A+Lane Rental bid total is used to determine the low 
bidder. 
        The ORIGINAL A bid total reflects the actual contract price. 
 
Purpose/Business Case: MDOT’s Road Preservation Program goal is to have 95% of 
freeways and 85% of non-freeways under MDOT’s jurisdiction in good condition by 2007. 
The Program focuses on repairing the worst roads first and extending the life of other 
identified roads to keep them in good condition. 
Benefit: MDOT attempts to maximize the benefits of road preservation by using an asset 
management philosophy to develop programs that are prioritized based on such factors 
as traffic volume, cost/benefit, ride quality, pavement condition, safety, user 
savings, maintenance savings, and condition. 
Funding Source: 
 75774A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             81.85 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 18.15 % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 
Risk Assessment: The deterioration of the existing State trunkline network, reduced 
safety, and increased vehicle maintenance and operational costs to the motoring 
public. 
Cost Reduction: Reduced roadway maintenance costs.  



New Project Identification: Rehab
Zip Code: 48622 
 

76. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402003                     $  3,342,582.27  $  3,162,762.04 

4 

rb replacement, geometric improvements, drainage 

 

ilitation. 

PROJECT  STUT 23012-53225, ETC 
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5550                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - APRIL 12, 200
COMPLETION DATE - OCTOBER 01, 2004                       -5.38 % 
 
4.39 mi of hot mix asphalt cold milling and resurfacing, 
cu
improvements, streetscape enhancements and drive approach 
consolidation on I-69 BL from I-69 to southbound I-69 and on
M-79 from the Grand Trunk Railroad to M-50 in the city of 
Charlotte, in Carmel Township, Eaton County. 
 
  10.00 % DBE participation required 
 
         BIDDER                             AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 

$  3,172,843.15          Same       2 
erials Company  $  3,162,762.04         Same      1 ** 

ustries-Central Region    $  4,518,085.77          Same       3 

 
Rieth-Riley Construction Co., Inc.     
Michigan Paving and Mat
Aggregate Ind
 
  3  Bidders 

proval of the above-referenced cost participation agreement. 

t is a combination of Road Preservation and 
 to have 95% of freeways and 85% of non-freeways 

 in good condition by 2007. The Program focuses on repairing 
in 
ch 

nding for transportation enhancement activities and defines allowable 
tivities. These funds cannot be used to build or repair roads. 

nefit: MDOT attempts to maximize the benefits of road preservation by using an asset 

c volume, cost/benefit, ride quality, pavement condition, safety, user 
s cities, 
prove the 

       50.00 % 
ted Trunkline Funds                 20.00 % 

d on the engineer=s best 
l cost will be based on 

activities. 

 
By association with the above construction contract we are also asking for 
ap
 
Purpose/Business Case: This projec

ogram goal isEnhancement. The Road Pr
jurisdictionunder MDOT’s 

the worst roads first and extending the life of other identified roads to keep them 
od condition. The Transportation Enhancement Program is included in TEA-21, whigo

sets aside fu
hancement acen

Be
management philosophy to develop programs that are prioritized based on such factors 
as traffi
savings, maintenance savings, and condition. The Enhancement program allow
llages, counties, MDNR, and MDOT to use a source of Federal funds to imvi

transportation infrastructure in Michigan by funding “non-traditional” transportation 
projects. 
Funding Source: 
  53225A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             81.28 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 18.72 % 
  74237A 
    City of Charlotte                                30.00 % 

way Administration Funds          Federal High
e Restric    Stat

Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is base
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s fina
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 
Risk Assessment: The deterioration of the existing State trunkline network, reduced 
safety, and increased vehicle maintenance and operational costs to the motoring public 
and if funds are not used under the enhancement guidelines, they are redistributed to 
other states for additional enhancement activities in those states. 
Cost Reduction: Reduced roadway maintenance costs and reduces the need to use 
traditional transportation funding sources for these 
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New Project Identification: Rehabilitation and enhancement. 

ward 

Zip Code: 48813 
 

77. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402004                      $  1,729,676.39  $  1,599,308.70 
PROJECT  BI01 02011-50702 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE -  10 days after a
COMPLETION DATE - OCTOBER 01, 2004                       -7.54 % 
 
8.655 mi of hot mix asphalt cold milling and resurfacing, 
hot mix asphalt base crushing and shaping, concrete 
approaches, and safety improvements on US-41 from north of 
B02 of 02011 southerly to north of Niemi Road in the 
Townships of Limestone and Mathias, in Alger County. 
 
         BIDDER                          AS-READ          AS-CHECKED 

cco Construction Company          $  1,599,308.70          Same       1 ** 
2 

 
eeways and 85% of non-freeways under MDOT’s jurisdiction in good condition by 2007. 

uses on repairing the worst roads first and extending the life of other 
s to keep them in good condition. 

set 
ors 

, safety, user 

, reduced 

 
Ba
Payne & Dolan, Inc.                 $  1,937,398.58          Same       
 
  2  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: MDOT’s Road Preservation Program goal is to have 95% of
fr
The Program foc
entified roadid

Benefit: MDOT attempts to maximize the benefits of road preservation by using an as
 on such factmanagement philosophy to develop programs that are prioritized based

 traffic volume, cost/benefit, ride quality, pavement conditionas
savings, maintenance savings, and condition. 
Funding Source: 
 50702A 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 100   % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 

essment: The deterioration of the existing State trunkline networkRisk Ass
safety, and increased vehicle maintenance and operational costs to the motoring 
public. 
Cost Reduction: Reduced roadway maintenance costs.  
New Project Identification: Rehabilitation. 
Zip Code: 49891 
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78.     LOW BID 
5                     $  2,218,575.67  $  2,229,706.29 

 

dening for passing relief lanes and miscellaneous safety 

LETTING OF FEBR
OPOSAL 040200

UARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.    
PR
PROJECT  BI04 05072-48537 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST.
START DATE - AUGUST 16, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - NOVEMBER 06, 2004                       0.50 % 
 
5.99 mi of hot mix asphalt crushing and shaping, hot mix 
phalt cold milling and resurfacing, joint repairs, as

wi
and drainage improvements on US-131 from north of M-66 
northerly to Alba Highway in Mancelona, Chestonia and Star 
Townships, Antrim County. 
 
      AS-CHECKED 

  1 ** 

                      $  2,279,722.87          Same       3 
 Trucking, Inc.       $  2,249,324.16          Same       2 

at are prioritized based on such factors 
me, cost/benefit, ride quality, pavement condition, safety, user 

State trunkline network, reduced 
erational costs to the motoring 

educed roadway maintenance costs.  
w Project Identification: Rehabilitation. 
p Code: 49659 

 

       BIDDER                          AS-READ      
 
Bacco Construction Company          $  2,229,706.29          Same     
Rieth-Riley Construction Co., Inc.  $  2,400,912.99          Same       4 
Payne & Dolan, Inc. 
Elmer's Crane & Dozer, Inc.         $  2,639,355.58          Same       5 
H & D, Inc.   
Bernie Johnson
 
  5  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: MDOT’s Road Preservation Program goal is to have 95% of 
freeways and 85% of non-freeways under MDOT’s jurisdiction in good condition by 2007. 
The Program focuses on repairing the worst roads first and extending the life of other 
identified roads to keep them in good condition. 
Benefit: MDOT attempts to maximize the benefits of road preservation by using an asset 

sophy to develop programs thmanagement philo
ic voluas traff

savings, maintenance savings, and condition. 
Funding Source: 
 48537A 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 100   % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 
Risk Assessment: The deterioration of the existing 

 and opsafety, and increased vehicle maintenance
public. 
st Reduction: RCo

Ne
Zi
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79. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402006                     $  2,386,397.05  $  2,136,925.03 
PROJECT  BI04 31052-47835 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - MAY 03, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - SEPTEMBER 17, 2004                    -10.45 % 
 
6.15 mi of hot mix asphalt, cold milling and resurfacing, 
crushing and shaping, guardrail and safety upgrades, 
drainage improvements and partial roadway reconstruction on 
US-41 from Agent Street northerly to north of Cliff Drive 

 Townships, Houghton and 
weenaw Counties. 

and on M-26 (Depot Street) from US-41 easterly to Calumet 
Street, Calumet and Allouez
Ke
 
         BIDDER                          AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 

* 
               $  2,468,149.93          Same       2 

rpose/Business Case: MDOT’s Road Preservation Program goal is to have 95% of 
% of non-freeways under MDOT’s jurisdiction in good condition by 2007. 
uses on repairing the worst roads first and extending the life of other 

ixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 
able construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 

e contractor. 

 
Bacco Construction Company          $  2,136,925.03          Same       1 *
Payne & Dolan, Inc.  
 
  2  Bidders 
 
Pu
freeways and 85
e Program focTh

identified roads to keep them in good condition. 
Benefit: MDOT attempts to maximize the benefits of road preservation by using an asset 
management philosophy to develop programs that are prioritized based on such factors 
as traffic volume, cost/benefit, ride quality, pavement condition, safety, user 
savings, maintenance savings, and condition. 
Funding Source: 
 47835A 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 100   % 

: The contract cost is not fCommitment Level
 of probestimate

actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by th
Risk Assessment: The deterioration of the existing State trunkline network, reduced 
safety, and increased vehicle maintenance and operational costs to the motoring 
public. 
Cost Reduction: Reduced roadway maintenance costs.  
New Project Identification: Rehabilitation. 
Zip Code: 49913 
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80. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402007                      $  471,141.10    $  506,463.39 
PROJECT  M  41131-74781-2, ETC 

4 

 Kent 

hn Carlo, Inc.                      $  506,463.39          Same       1 ** 
porated                 $  662,893.66          Same       3 

hrner Asphalt Sealers, Inc. 

reatments retard future deterioration, and maintain or improve the 
nt surface life, thereby 

is based on the 
st. The contract’s final cost will 

the field and unit prices bid by the 

sk Assessment: There is a greater risk of injury/accidents due to existing surface 
conditions. 
Cost Reduction: Lower vehicle maintenance costs. 
New Project Identification: Maintenance. 
Zip Code:  49509. 
 

LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - AUGUST 02, 200
COMPLETION DATE - SEPTEMBER 17, 2004                      7.50 % 
 
2.15 mi northbound and 2.26 mi southbound of overband 
crack fill and microsurfacing on US-131 from the 44th 
Street interchange north to the M-11 interchange and 4.045 
mi of overband crack fill roadbed on US-131 from the 
Allegan/Kent County line north to south of the 76th Street 
interchange in the city of Wyoming in Byron Township,
County. 
 
A 2004 highway preventive maintenance project. 
 
         BIDDER                           AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 
 
Jo
Strawser Incor
Fa
Terry Construction, Inc.              $  558,905.60          Same       2 
 
  3  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: The Capital Preventive Maintenance Program preserves the 
structural integrity and extends the service life of the State trunkline system 
through a planned strategy of cost-effective maintenance treatments to the existing 

  roadway system. 
 These tBenefit:

functional condition of the system resulting in longer paveme
delaying the need for more expensive rehabilitation or reconstruction treatments. 
Funding Source:  
 74781A 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 100   % 
 74786A 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 100   % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It 

ction coengineer=s best estimate of probable constru
tual quantities built in be based on ac

ntractor. co
Ri
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81. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402016                     $  5,232,418.34  $  5,542,499.37 
PROJECT  BHI 81062-59276, ETC 
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5615                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE -  10 days after award 

l 
airs, 

COMPLETION DATE - NOVEMBER 01, 2004                       5.93 % 
 
21 bridges involving joint and header replacement, stee
repairs, paint, deep overlay, rail and substructure rep
concrete beams, pin and hangers, bridge approaches and 
maintaining traffic on I-94 in the city of Ann Arbor, 
townships of Pittsfield, Scio, Lima, Sylvan and Grass Lake, 
in Jackson and Washtenaw Counties. 
 
   5.00 % DBE participation required 
 
         BIDDER                           AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 

A. Hull Co., Inc.                  $ 5,709,101.21          Same       2 

      $ 6,626,227.40          Same       3 

sen Construction, Inc. 
onstruction Co.        $ 5,542,499.37          Same       1 ** 

laan Corporation 

 of 
nd 85% of non-freeway bridges under MDOT’s jurisdiction in good 

worst bridges first and 

et management philosophy 
actors as traffic 

   80.00 % 
   18.38 % 

or                                 0.26 % 
  Federal Highway Administration Funds             90.00 % 

    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                  9.74 % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 
Risk Assessment: The deterioration of the existing State trunkline bridges, reduced 
safety, and increased vehicle maintenance and operational costs to the motoring 
public. 
Cost Reduction: Reduced roadway maintenance costs. 
New Project Identification: Rehabilitation. 
Zip Code: 48103 
 
 

 
C.
E. C. Korneffel Co. 
J. Slagter & Son Construction Co. 
Midwest Bridge Company         
Abhe & Svoboda, Inc. 
Po
Walter Toebe C
An
 
3 Bidders 

 
By association with the above construction contract we are also asking for 
approval of the above-referenced cost participation agreement. 
 

Case: MDOT’s Bridge Preservation Program goal is to have 95%Purpose/Business 
bridges afreeway 

condition by 2007. The Program focuses on repairing the 
g the life of bridges to keep them in good condition. extendin

Benefit: MDOT attempts to maximize benefits by using an ass
that develops programs that are prioritized projects based on such f
volume, cost/benefit, ride quality, safety, user savings, maintenance savings, and 
condition of bridges. 
Funding Source:  
 59276A 
    City of Ann Arbor                                 1.62 % 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds          

             State Restricted Trunkline Funds     
 59280A 
  City of Ann Arb  
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82. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402026                      $  6,567,796.06  $  7,143,021.58 
PROJECT  ANH 82151-52804, ETC 
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5636                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - 10 days after award 
COMPLETION DATE - NOVEMBER 05, 2004                       8.76 % 
 
0.75 mi of concrete pavement reconstruction including storm 

ted 

of Detroit, Wayne 
unty. 

sewer and watermain work, and 3.4 mi of cold milling and hot 
mix asphalt resurfacing, including pavement repairs, 
sidewalk ramp upgrades, pavement markings, and all rela
work on M-53 (Van Dyke Road) from M-3 (Gratiot Avenue) to 
M-102 (Eight Mile Road) in the city 
Co
 
  12.00 % DBE participation required 
 
         BIDDER                          AS-READ          AS-CHECKED 

nstruction Co   $  8,899,989.80          Same      10 
  $  7,771,115.05          Same       6 

, Inc.         $  7,523,816.06          Same       4 

ruction Company  $  7,143,021.58          Same       1 ** 
n's Excavating, Inc.               $  7,420,603.43          Same       3 

ABC Paving Company 
mar Enterprises, Inc. 

me       2 
dillac Asphalt, LLC.               $  8,039,282.95          Same       8 

 MDOT’s Road Preservation Program goal is to have 95% of 
and 85% of non-freeways under MDOT’s jurisdiction in good condition by 2007. 

tending the life of other 

rvation by using an asset 
ed based on such factors 
condition, safety, user 

 79.43 % 
 15.82 % 

fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 
f probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 

tual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 

 
Tony Angelo Cement Co
V.I.L. Construction, Inc.          
Peter A. Basile Sons, Inc.           $  7,898,802.80          Same       7 
Ajax Paving Industries
John Carlo, Inc.                     $  7,555,754.24          Same       5 
Florence Cement Company 
Angelo Iafrate Const
Da

Pa
L. D'Agostini & Sons, Inc.           $  8,063,953.52          Same       9 
Six-S, Inc.                          $  7,359,498.56          Sa
Ca
Todd T. Kneisel Construction Co. 
 
 10  Bidders 
 
By association with the above construction contract we are also asking for 
approval of the above-referenced cost participation agreement. 
 

Case:Purpose/Business 
freeways 
The Program focuses on repairing the worst roads first and ex
identified roads to keep them in good condition. 
Benefit: MDOT attempts to maximize the benefits of road prese

nt philosophy to develop programs that are prioritizmanageme
as traffic volume, cost/benefit, ride quality, pavement 
savings, maintenance savings, and condition. 
Funding Source: 
 52804A 
    City of Detroit                                  23.04 % 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             64.18 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 12.78 % 
 52805A 
    City of Detroit                                   4.75 % 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds            

            State Restricted Trunkline Funds        
: The contract cost is not Commitment Level

timate oes
ac
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Risk Assessment: The deterioration of the existing State trunkline network, reduced 
otoring 

83. W BID 
,837.72 

DER EST. 

.90 % 

f hot mix asphalt base crushing and shaping, hot 
ch work, and 
S-131 northbound from 

 

T’s Road Preservation Program goal is to have 95% of 
07. 
her 

set 
grams that are prioritized based on such factors 
ide quality, pavement condition, safety, user 

nance savings, and condition. 
 

 engineer=s best 
onstruction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 

safety, and increased vehicle maintenance and operational costs to the m
public. 
Cost Reduction: Reduced roadway maintenance costs.  
New Project Identification: ation.  Rehabilit
Zip Code: 48214 
 
LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LO
PROPOSAL 0402035                     $  2,201,973.11  $  2,397
PROJECT  BI04 67017-50699 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UN
START DATE - 10 days after award 

    8COMPLETION DATE - AUGUST 06, 2004                     
 
22 mi o9.

mix asphalt resurfacing, bridge approa
scellaneous safety improvements on Umi

north of US-10 to north of 14 Mile Road (Luther Road) in the 
wnships of Richmond, Lincoln and Leroy, Osceola County. to

 
         BIDDER                           AS-READ          AS-CHECKED 
 
Rieth-Riley Construction Co., Inc.     $  2,410,599.08       Same       2 
Michigan Paving and Materials Company  $  2,397,837.72       Same       1 **

 Inc. Bernie Johnson Trucking,
 
  2  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: MDO
freeways and 85% of non-freeways under MDOT’s jurisdiction in good condition by 20
The Program focuses on repairing the worst roads first and extending the life of ot
identified roads to keep them in good condition. 
Benefit: MDOT attempts to maximize the benefits of road preservation by using an as
management philosophy to develop pro
 traffic volume, cost/benefit, ras

savings, mainte
nding Source:Fu

 50699A 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 100   % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the
estimate of probable c
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 
Risk Assessment: The deterioration of the existing State trunkline network, reduced 
safety, and increased vehicle maintenance and operational costs to the motoring 
public. 
Cost Reduction: Reduced roadway maintenance costs.  
New Project Identification: Rehabilitation. 
Zip Code: 49677 
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84. 

   % OVER/UNDER EST. 

MPLETION DATE - SEPTEMBER 17, 2004                     -1.63 % 

LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402036                     $  2,454,543.98  $  2,414,517.54 
PROJECT  BI04 34021-45857, ETC 

        LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5620, 03-5625           
RIL 05, 2004 START DATE - AP

CO
 
1.33 mi of reconstruction, hot mix asphalt cold milling and 

er, sewer, watermain and safety resurfacing, curb and gutt
items, and concrete beam repair, slope and scour protection 

ver the Tupper River, on and substructure repair on  B02 o
M-50 from the west village limits of Lake Odessa easterly, 
nia County. Io

 
          AS-CHECKED 

Same       3 
Same       2 

  4 
  9 

** 

uction, Inc.           $  2,672,314.49          Same       8 
truction Company       $  2,815,344.46          Same      11 

,928.54          Same       7 

s Construction        $  2,581,367.03          Same       6 

on contract we are also asking for 
 above-referenced cost participation agreement. 

Purpose/Business Case: This project is a combination of bridge and road preservation. 
The Road and Bridge Program goal is to have 95% of bridges and freeways and 85% of 
non-freeways under MDOT’s jurisdiction in good condition by 2007. The Program focuses 
on repairing the worst roads and bridges first and extending the life of other 
identified roads and bridges to keep them in good condition. 
Benefit: MDOT attempts to maximize the benefits of road and bridge preservation by 
using an asset management philosophy to develop programs that are prioritized based on 
such factors as traffic volume, cost/benefit, ride quality, pavement condition, 
safety, user savings, maintenance savings, and condition. 

       BIDDER                          AS-READ   
 
Hoffman Bros., Inc.                  $  2,480,863.51          

    Kamminga & Roodvoets, Inc.           $  2,450,656.96      
eth-Riley Construction Co., Inc. Ri

Milbocker and Sons, Inc.             $  2,533,830.64          Same     
kema Excavators, Inc.              $  2,748,131.36          Same     Dy

Nagel Construction, Inc.             $  2,414,517.54          Same       1 
Michigan Paving and Materials Company 
Kalin Construction Co., Inc. 
oming Excavators, Inc. Wy

Hardman Constr
shville ConsNa

C & D Hughes, Inc.                   $  2,570,257.68          Same       5 
Walter Toebe Construction Co. 
E.T. MacKenzie Company 
Diversco Construction Company        $  2,669
Schippers Excavating, Inc.           $  2,778,495.35          Same      10 
Davis Construction, Inc. 
Anlaan Corporation 

 Marine, LTD Prince Bridge &
BrotherCadwell 

Youngstrom Contracting 
Bernie Johnson Trucking, Inc. 
Ron Bretz Excavating, Inc. 
Aggregate Industries-Central Region 
Balkema Excavating, Inc. 
 
 11  Bidders 
 

with the above constructiBy association 
proval of theap
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Funding Source: 
 45857A 

                   2.53 %     Village of Lake Odessa         
    Lakewood Wastewater Authority                     8.83 % 

Funds                 88.64 %     State Restricted Trunkline 
 51461A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             81.85 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 18.15 % 

the engineer=s best 
t will be based on 
tractor. 
nkline network and 

operational costs to 

Reduced roadway maintenance costs.  
w Project Identification: Rehabilitation. 

85. 

s on M-59 under northbound and 

Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on 
osestimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final c

actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the con
ruRisk Assessment: The deterioration of the existing State t

bridges, reduced safety, and increased vehicle maintenance and 
lic. the motoring pub

Cost Reduction: 
Ne
Zip Code: 48849. 
 
LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 

   $  5,751,342.91  $  4,663,077.66 PROPOSAL 0402037                   
PROJECT  NH  63043-77200 
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5599                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - 10 days after award 

                  -18.92 % COMPLETION DATE - SEPTEMBER 30, 2004  
 

ridgeConstruction of two new b
southbound Adams Road in the city of Rochester Hills, 
Oakland County. 
 

           AS-READ           AS-CHECKED   

nc. 
        $  5,438,606.38          Same       8 

      $  5,204,839.16          Same       6 
      $  4,691,041.61          Same       2 

$  4,663,077.66          Same       1 ** 
$  5,193,062.88          Same       5 

D          $  5,575,240.79          Same       9 

       BIDDER               
 
C.A. Hull Co., Inc.                  $  4,925,627.33          Same       4 
E. C. Korneffel Co.                  $  5,299,367.97          Same       7 

tion Co. J. Slagter & Son Construc
tors, IS. L. &  H. Contrac

Midwest Bridge Company       
Fisher Contracting Company 

              $  4,849,445.99          Same       3 Dan's Excavating, Inc. 
Hardman Construction, Inc.     

    Posen Construction, Inc.   
Walter Toebe Construction Co.        

            Anlaan Corporation       
ince Bridge & Marine, LTPr

 
9  Bidders   

% 
    City of Rochester Hills                           2.27 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 15.88 % 

 
 asking for By association with the above construction contract we are also

proval of the above-referenced cost participation agreement. ap
 
Purpose/Business Case: M-59 is planned as a five-lane from south of Kochville Road to 
north of Pierce Road. This project is a four-lane boulevard from north of Pierce Road 
to Delta Road. This project, funded partly by the federal high-priority program, is to 
reduce congestion and improve non-interstate connections between Saginaw and Bay City. 
Benefit: Safer and improved traffic flow.  With the construction of this new facility, 
initial maintenance costs will be greatly reduced on this route. 
Funding Source:  
 77200A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             81.85 
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Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer’s best 
of probable construction cost. The contract's final cost will be based on 

e contractor. 
s are not used for this 
onal activities in those 

initial maintenance costs 
 benefit with a greatly 

86. 
60.01  $  1,827,079.40 

5553                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
ART DATE - JULY 07, 2004 

orporation             $ 2,163,633.20          Same       9 
rs Construction        $ 1,925,695.00          Same       3 

e       6 

nt. 

estimate 
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by th
Risk Assessment: Loss of Federal funds. If the federal fund
project, they are redistributed to other states for additi
states. 
Cost Reduction: With the construction of this new facility, 
will be greatly 
reduced user delay costs. 
New Project Identification: New Construction. 
Zip Code: 48309 

reduced on this route.  Our customers will

 
LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402038                      $  1,899,5
PROJECT  BI04 29015-50630, ETC 
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-
ST
COMPLETION DATE - SEPTEMBER 24, 2004                     -3.82 % 
 

rs, hot mix asphalt cold milling 2.85 miles of joint repai
and resurfacing, and complete reconstruction including new 

pavement, storm sewer and curb and gutter, hot mix asphalt 
watermain on US-127BR from Main Street east to US-127, 
rber Street to Polk Road, and streetscaping on US-127BR Ba

from Main Street to Jeffrey Street in the city of Ithaca, 
townships of Arcada, Emerson and North Star, Gratiot 
County. 
 
         BIDDER                          AS-READ          AS-CHECKED 
 
Kamminga & Roodvoets, Inc.           $ 1,841,213.02          Same       2 
Eastlund Concrete Construction       $ 1,938,053.46          Same       5 
A. J. Rehmus & Son, Inc. 

Inc. Rieth-Riley Construction Co., 
Milbocker and Sons, Inc.             $ 2,002,997.26          Same       7 

          $ 2,269,277.48          Same      11 Fisher Contracting Company 
Michigan Paving and Materials Company 
Central Asphalt, Inc. 
Rohde Brothers Excavating, Inc.      $ 2,035,287.92          Same       8 
Nashville Construction Company       $ 1,937,825.23          Same       4 

* C & D Hughes, Inc.                   $ 1,827,079.40          Same       1 *
Posen Construction, Inc. 
nigg Enterprises, Inc.             $ 2,166,860.76          Same      10 Ma

The Isabella C
dwell BrotheCa

Bernie Johnson Trucking, Inc. 
me      13 Ron Bretz Excavating, Inc.           $ 2,729,913.42          Sa

awford Contracting, Inc.           $ 1,975,759.61          SamCr
3-S Construction, Inc.               $ 2,381,866.75          Same      12 
 
 13  Bidders 
 
By association with the above construction contract we are also asking for 

e above-referenced cost participation agreemeapproval of th
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Purpose/Business Case: This project is a combination of Road Preservation and 
Enhancement. The Road Program goal is to have 95% of freeways and 85% of non-freeways 
under MDOT’s jurisdiction in good condition by 2007. The Program focuses on repairing 

ding for transportation enhancement activities and defines allowable 

evelop programs that are prioritized based on such factors 
ty, pavement condition, safety, user 

nce savings, and condition. The Enhancement program allows cities, 
llages, counties, MDNR, and MDOT to use a source of Federal funds to improve the 

ansportation 

Funds                 99.06 % 

  State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 100   % 

 the engineer=s best 
ost will be based on 
ontractor. 
line network, reduced 

osts to the motoring public 
nds are not used under the enhancement guidelines, they are redistributed to 

her states for additional enhancement activities in those states. 
d to use 

the worst roads first and extending the life of other identified roads to keep them in 
good condition. The Transportation Enhancement Program is included in TEA-21, which 
sets aside fun
enhancement activities. These funds cannot be used to build or repair roads. 
Benefit: MDOT attempts to maximize the benefits of road preservation by using an asset 
management philosophy to d
as traffic volume, cost/benefit, ride quali
savings, maintena
vi
transportation infrastructure in Michigan by funding “non-traditional” tr
projects. 
Funding Source: 
 50630A 

                        0.94 %     City of Ithaca            
    State Restricted Trunkline 
 72420A 
  
 76722A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             80.00 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 20.00 % 

d onCommitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is base
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final c
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the c
Risk Assessment: The deterioration of the existing State trunk
safety, and increased vehicle maintenance and operational c
and if fu
ot
Cost Reduction: Reduced roadway maintenance costs and reduces the nee
aditional transportation funding sources for these activities. tr

New Project Identification: Rehabilitation and enhancement. 
Zip Code: 48847. 
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87. 

ffic on six bridges (M-61 over Tittabawassee 
 over Sugar River, Larabee Creek, Little 

n 
Townships, Gladwin County. 

LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402039                     $  1,954,020.93   $  2,187,718.43 
PROJECT  BHT 26022-76072, ETC 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - APRIL 01, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - AUGUST 20, 2004                        11.96 % 
 
Deep concrete overlay, partial deck replacement, painting, 
pin and hanger replacement, joint replacement, railing 
replacement, substructure repair, scour counter measures, 
approach pavement replacement, steel beam end repair, 
guardrail anchorage upgrade, concrete surface coating and 
maintaining tra

nd M-30River, a
Tobacco River, West Branch Tittabawassee River and the 
Tittabawassee River) in Buckeye, Butman, Clement, Gladwi
and Hay 
 
    AS-CHECKED 

7,718.43   1 ** 

   Same       5 
       Same       2 

on Co. of MI, Inc. 

  5  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: MDOT’s Bridge Preservation Program goal is to have 95% of 
freeway bridges and 85% of non-freeway bridges under MDOT’s jurisdiction in good 
condition by 2007. The Program focuses on repairing the worst bridges first and 
extending the life of bridges to keep them in good condition. 
Benefit: MDOT attempts to maximize benefits by using an asset management philosophy 
that develops programs that are prioritized projects based on such factors as traffic 
volume, cost/benefit, ride quality, safety, user savings, maintenance savings, and 
condition of bridges. 
Funding Source:  
 76072A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             80.00 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 20.00 % 
 76074A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             80.00 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 20.00 % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 
Risk Assessment: The deterioration of the existing State trunkline bridges, reduced 
safety, and increased vehicle maintenance and operational costs to the motoring 
public. 
Cost Reduction: Reduced roadway maintenance costs. 
New Project Identification: Rehabilitation. 
Zip Code: 48612 
 
 

       BIDDER                           AS-READ       
 
C.A. Hull Co., Inc.                  $  2,601,330.34          Same       4 
L. W. Lamb, Inc. 
J. Slagter & Son Construction Co. 
Midwest Bridge Company               $  2,447,794.86          Same       3 
Abhe & Svoboda, Inc. 
Hardman Construction, Inc. 

tion Company, Inc.    $  2,187,788.43   $  2,18Gerace Construc
Posen Construction, Inc. 

     Walter Toebe Construction Co.        $  2,629,178.60  
on                   $  2,356,282.86   Anlaan Corporati

rk 1 RestoratiMa
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88. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402040                      $  2,648,901.76  $  2,748,363.36 
PROJECT  BI04 05031-45836 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - JULY 19, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - NOVEMBER 12, 2004                       3.75 % 
 
10.24 mi of crush and shape, hot mix asphalt surfacing, 
intersection and minor drainage and safety improvements on 

 
ster 

M-88 from north of Shanty Creek Road to east of West Limits
Road in the city of Mancelona, townships of Kearney, Cu
and Mancelona, Antrim County. 
 
   AS-CHECKED 

   Same       2 
 $  3,374,936.95          Same       3 

& D, Inc.                          $  2,748,363.36          Same       1 ** 

Preservation Program goal is to have 95% of 
07. 
her 

n good condition. 

ser 

  State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 100   % 
l: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 
obable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 

       BIDDER                           AS-READ        
 
Rieth-Riley Construction Co., Inc.   $  2,953,106.23       
Elmer's Crane & Dozer, Inc.         
H 
Bernie Johnson Trucking, Inc. 
 
  3  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: MDOT’s Road 
freeways and 85% of non-freeways under MDOT’s jurisdiction in good condition by 20

repairing the worst roads first and extending the life of otThe Program focuses on 
identified roads to keep them i
Benefit: MDOT attempts to maximize the benefits of road preservation by using an asset 

velop programs that are prioritized based on such factors management philosophy to de
as traffic volume, cost/benefit, ride quality, pavement condition, safety, u
savings, maintenance savings, and condition. 
Funding Source:  
 45836A 
  
Commitment Leve
timate of pres

actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 
Risk Assessment: The deterioration of the existing State trunkline network, reduced 
safety, and increased vehicle maintenance and operational costs to the motoring 
public. 
Cost Reduction: Reduced roadway maintenance costs.  
New Project Identification: Rehabilitation. 
Zip Code: 49659 
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89. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402042                      $  985,014.50    $  836,450.26 
PROJECT  BHN 09034-77859 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - APRIL 09, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - SEPTEMBER 24, 2004                    -15.08 % 
 
Shallow concrete overlay, railing and deck fascia 
replacement, substructure repair, approach work and 
maintaining traffic for S05-3 and 4 on US-10 over I-75, in 
Monitor Township, Bay County. 
 
         BIDDER                           AS-READ          AS-CHECKED 

A. Hull Co., Inc.                   $ 1,066,615.64          Same       4 

race Construction Company, Inc.     $   836,450.26          Same       1 ** 
onstruction Co.         $ 1,121,275.72          Same       5 

laan Corporation                    $   922,105.21          Same       2 

good condition. 
empts to maximize benefits by using an asset management philosophy 

 such factors as traffic 

t is based on the engineer=s best 
ct’s final cost will be based on 

 prices bid by the contractor. 
 The deterioration of the existing State trunkline bridges, reduced 

fety, and increased vehicle maintenance and operational costs to the motoring 
public. 
Cost Reduction: Reduced roadway maintenance costs. 
New Project Identification: Rehabilitation. 
Zip Code: 48706 
 

 
C.
L. W. Lamb, Inc. 
J. Slagter & Son Construction Co.     $   983,891.75          Same       3 
Midwest Bridge Company                $ 1,185,945.30          Same       6 
Abhe & Svoboda, Inc. 
Ge
Walter Toebe C
An
Mark 1 Restoration Co. of MI, Inc. 
 
  6  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: MDOT’s Bridge Preservation Program goal is to have 95% of 
freeway bridges and 85% of non-freeway bridges under MDOT’s jurisdiction in good 
condition by 2007. The Program focuses on repairing the worst bridges first and 

e of bridges to keep them in extending the lif
 MDOT attBenefit:

that develops programs that are prioritized projects based on
volume, cost/benefit, ride quality, safety, user savings, maintenance savings, and 
condition of bridges. 
Funding Source:  
 77859A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             80.00 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 20.00 % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. I

e contraestimate of probable construction cost. Th
s built in the field and unitactual quantitie

sk Assessment:Ri
sa
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90. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402043                     $  2,279,910.62   $  1,879,609.63 

ard 

g 
unkline 

 

Inc.              $  1,879,609.63          Same       1 ** 

d Safety Program preserves the integrity of 
OT’s safety assets and addresses spot locations on the trunkline system exhibiting a 

tern through a strategy of cost-effective treatments.  
ments reduce traffic accidents and injuries, vehicle delay, fuel 

is a greater risk of accidents and injuries by not implementing 
 

ased safety, efficiency, 
s. 

PROJECT  STG 84913-75439 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - 10 days after aw
COMPLETION DATE - DECEMBER 01, 2004                     -17.56 % 
 
Application of permanent pavement markings includin
longitudinal and special markings on various state tr
routes in Ionia, Kent, Mecosta, Montcalm, Muskegon, Newaygo,
Oceana and Ottawa Counties. 
 
         BIDDER                          AS-READ          AS-CHECKED 
 
Clark Highway Services, Inc. 
P.K. Contracting, 
R. S. Contracting, Inc.             $  2,040,223.50          Same       3 
Interstate Road Management Corp.    $  1,990,613.60          Same       2 
NES - Worksafe 
 
  3  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: The Traffic an
MD
correctable pat
nefit: TreatBe

consumption, pollution, and operating costs by increasing the safety, efficiency, and 
capacity of the trunkline system. 
Funding Source:  
 75439A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             100   % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 

There Risk Assessment: 
reatments.safety t

Cost Reduction: Reduced motorists operating costs with incre
and capacity. Reduced maintenance costs of MDOT’s safety asset
New Project Identification: Reconstruction. 
Zip Code: 49504 
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91. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402044                      $  1,448,789.02  $  1,096,116.18 
PROJECT  STH 13122-60084, ETC 

gutter 

Foster Street and I-94 BL (MLK Highway) 
 west of Riverside Drive in the city of Battle Creek, in 

truction Co., Inc.     $ 1,096,116.18        Same       1 ** 
chigan Paving and Materials Company  $ 1,234,763.89        Same       2 

Inc. 

ad Preservation Program goal is to have 95% of 
of on-freeways under MDOT’s jurisdiction in good condition by 2007. 

tending the life of other 

        79.21 % 
ted Trunkline Funds                 17.32 % 

4517A 
    City of Battle Creek                              2.27 % 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             81.85 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 15.88 % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 
Risk Assessment: The deterioration of the existing State trunkline network, reduced 
safety, and increased vehicle maintenance and operational costs to the motoring 
public. 
Cost Reduction: Reduced roadway maintenance costs.  
New Project Identification: Rehabilitation. 
Zip Code: 49014 
 
 

LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5576                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - APRIL 19, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - JUNE 18, 2004                         -24.34 % 
 
0.32 mi of pavement widening for left turns, curb and 
replacement, hot mix asphalt paving, 4.58 mi of hot mix 
asphalt cold milling and resurfacing on M-96, east of 
LaVista Boulevard to west of 
to
Calhoun County. 
 
  10.00 % DBE participation required 
 
         BIDDER                           AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 
 
Rieth-Riley Cons
Mi
C & D Hughes, 
 
  2  Bidders 
 
By association with the above construction contract we are also asking for 
approval of the above-referenced cost participation agreement. 
 

 Ca : MDOT’s RoPurpose/Business se
 and 85%  nfreeways

The Program focuses on repairing the worst roads first and ex
identified roads to keep them in good condition. 
Benefit: MDOT attempts to maximize the benefits of road preservation by using an asset 
management philosophy to develop programs that are prioritized based on such factors 
as traffic volume, cost/benefit, ride quality, pavement condition, safety, user 
savings, maintenance savings, and condition. 
Funding Source: 
 60084A 

          3.47 %     City of Battle Creek                    
way Administration Funds         Federal High

  State Restric  
 7
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92. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402046                      $  200,427.03    $  232,045.24 
PROJECT  M 17042-58708 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - 10 days after award 

8 

COMPLETION DATE - AUGUST 13, 2004                        15.78 % 
 
Deep concrete resurfacing of the existing bridge deck, joint 
replacement, approach work and maintaining traffic on M-4
over Big Munuscong River in Rudyard Township, Chippewa 
County. 
 
                         AS-READ          AS-CHECKED 

A. Hull Co., Inc. 

 Slagter & Son Construction Co.    $  232,045.24          Same   1 **     

Co., Inc.        $  268,553.07          Same   3     
race Construction Company, Inc.    $  245,844.17          Same   2    

nc.                    $  307,672.11          Same   5    
rris Contracting, Inc. 

rojects based on such factors as traffic 
efit, ride quality, safety, user savings, maintenance savings, and 

 of bridges. 

t Level: d on the engineer=s best 
l cost will be based on 
e contractor. 

       BIDDER  
 
Bacco Construction Company 
C.
A. Lindberg & Sons, Inc.  
J.
Midwest Bridge Company               $  271,032.21          Same   4 
Snowden, Inc. 
Hebert Construction 
Ge
Zenith Tech, I
No
Cordes Excavating, Inc. 
Anlaan Corporation 
 
  5  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: MDOT’s Bridge Preservation Program goal is to have 95% of 
freeway bridges and 85% of non-freeway bridges under MDOT’s jurisdiction in good 
condition by 2007. The Program focuses on repairing the worst bridges first and 
extending the life of bridges to keep them in good condition. 
Benefit: MDOT attempts to maximize benefits by using an asset management philosophy 

ograms that are prioritized pthat develops pr
cost/benvolume, 

condition
Funding Source:  
 58708A 

e Restricted Trunkline Funds                 100   %     Stat
Commitmen The contract cost is not fixed. It is base
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s fina
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by th
Risk Assessment: The deterioration of the existing State trunkline bridges, reduced 
safety, and increased vehicle maintenance and operational costs to the motoring 
public. 
Cost Reduction: Reduced roadway maintenance costs. 
New Project Identification: Rehabilitation. 
Zip Code: 49780 
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93. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402047                      $  476,297.25    $  413,421.35 
PROJECT  M  60011-72701 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - 10 days after award 
COMPLETION DATE - AUGUST 28, 2004                       -13.20 % 
 
6.73 mi of hot mix asphalt overlay with minor patching on 
M-33 from south of County Road 612 northerly to south of 
M-32 in the townships of Loud and Avery, Montmorency 
County. 
 
         BIDDER                          AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 
 
Bolen Asphalt Paving, Inc.           $  450,732.25          Same       3 

ion Co., Inc.   $  469,494.97          Same       4 
          $  413,421.35          Same       1 ** 

 5 

ve the 
re ride quality to low volume, non-freeway roadways that 
sed by the Road Rehabilitation/Reconstruction Programs. 

vement structure and ride quality of approximately 300 low 
ne miles a year for 4 years (2004 – 2007). 

 

Rieth-Riley Construct
Payne & Dolan, Inc.        
H & D, Inc.                          $  434,939.35          Same       2 
Pyramid Paving & Contracting         $  564,531.75          Same      
 
  5  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: The Non-Freeway Resurfacing Program is intended to impro
pavement structure and resto

sare less likely to be addre
he paBenefit: To improve t

lume, non-freeway lavo
Funding Source:
2701A  7

    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 100   % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 

essment:Risk Ass  There is a greater risk of injury/accidents due to existing surface 
conditions. 
Cost Reduction: Reduced roadway and vehicle maintenance costs. 
New Project Identification: Rehabilitation. 
Zip Code: 49709 
 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
2/20/04          Page 66 of 150 



94. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402048                       $  768,353.55   $  734,673.70 
PROJECT  BHI 38083-51758, ETC 

venue) 
g bituminous overlay, sidewalk patching repairs and 

ne painting steel beams on Clinton (B02) and Airline (B03) 

mmit Township, Jackson County. 

lcris Corporation                  $  735,477.49          Same       2 
                       $  783,721.81          Same       4 

usie Contracting, Inc.             $  748,449.96          Same       3 

goal is to have 95% of 

intenance savings, and 

  Federal Highway Administration Funds             80.00 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 20.00 % 
 75015A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             81.85 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 18.15 % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 
Risk Assessment: The deterioration of the existing State trunkline bridges, reduced 
safety, and increased vehicle maintenance and operational costs to the motoring 
public. 
Cost Reduction: Reduced roadway maintenance costs. 
New Project Identification: Rehabilitation. 
Zip Code: 49201 
 

LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - AUGUST 02, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - OCTOBER 29, 2004                       -4.38 % 
 
1.716 mi of spall repairs, full depth concrete repairs, 
joint sealing and crack sealing on M-50/US-127BR from the 
south city limits (South Street) to I-94BL (Michigan A
and addin
zo
Street bridges over the Grand River in the city of Jackson, 
Su
 
   5.00 % DBE participation required 
 
         BIDDER                         AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 
 
Ke
Snowden, Inc. 
Ca
Florence Cement Company 
Scodeller Construction, Inc. 
Six-S, Inc.                          $  734,673.70          Same       1 ** 
 
  4  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: MDOT’s Bridge Preservation Program 
freeway bridges and 85% of non-freeway bridges under MDOT’s jurisdiction in good 
condition by 2007. The Program focuses on repairing the worst bridges first and 
extending the life of bridges to keep them in good condition. 
Benefit: MDOT attempts to maximize benefits by using an asset management philosophy 
that develops programs that are prioritized projects based on such factors as traffic 
volume, cost/benefit, ride quality, safety, user savings, ma
condition of bridges. 

 Funding Source: 
1758A  5
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95. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402049                    $    401,513.37  $    389,101.30 
PROJECT  M  71051-72700 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - 10 days after award 

 of 
 

COMPLETION DATE - JULY 02, 2004                          -3.09 % 
 
4.37 mi of hot mix asphalt resurfacing on M-65 from south
Grand Lake Highway northerly to US-23 in the city of Posen,
in Posen and Pulawski Townships, Presque Isle County. 
 
  ECKED 

   $  389,101.30          Same       1 ** 
eth-Riley Construction Co., Inc.   $  600,000.00          Same       4 

  429,191.53          Same       2 
& D, Inc.                          $  506,357.50          Same       3 

       BIDDER                          AS-READ         AS-CH
 
Bolen Asphalt Paving, Inc.        
Ri
Payne & Dolan, Inc.                  $
H 
 
  4  Bidders 

e the 
 that 
. 

 structure and ride quality of approximately 300 low 

icted Trunkline Funds                 100   %  
ontract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 

96. ARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
  1,054,714.95 

RMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 

  3.17 % 

 
Purpose/Business Case: The Non-Freeway Resurfacing Program is intended to improv
pavement structure and restore ride quality to low volume, non-freeway roadways

ssed by the Road Rehabilitation/Reconstruction Programsare less likely to be addre
Benefit: To improve the pavement
volume, non-freeway lane miles a year for 4 years (2004 – 2007). 
nding Source: Fu

 72700A 
    State Restr
Commitment Level: The c
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 
Risk Assessment: There is a greater risk of injury/accidents due to existing surface 

ns. conditio
Cost Reduction: Reduced roadway and vehicle maintenance costs. 
New Project Identification: Rehabilitation. 
Zip Code: 49776 
 

OF FEBRULETTING 
PROPOSAL 0402050                      $  1,022,296.52  $
PROJECT  ANHG 84917-74221 
LOCAL AG
START DATE - 120 days after award 
COMPLETION DATE -
 
Freeway signing upgrades, truss replacement on M-14, I-96, 

 60 working days                       

I-75 and I-275 throughout the Metro Region in Plymouth 
Township, in the cities of Romulus and Detroit, Wayne 
County. 
 
   AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 

dwest Bridge Company              $  1,054,714.95          Same       1 ** 
Action Traffic Maintenance, Inc.    $  1,070,774.86          Same       2 
Trans Tech Electric, Inc. 
J & J Contracting, Inc. 
 
  2  Bidders 
 

       BIDDER                         
 
Mi
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Purpose/Business Case: The Traffic and Safety Program preserves the integrity of 
ibiting a 

ay, fuel 
ency, and 

4221A 

he engineer=s best 
t will be based on 

he contractor. 
plementing 

y, 

97. TTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
51                      $  558,911.88     $ 476,179.59 

m south of Flamingo Road to east of Nook Road in 

 Same       2 
76,179.59          Same       1 ** 

e Asphalt & Paving                $  529,518.89          Same       3 

preserves the 
te trunkline system 
nts to the existing 

 maintain or improve the 
 condition of the system resulting in longer pavement surface life, thereby 

laying the need for more expensive rehabilitation or reconstruction treatments. 

robable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will 
ities built in the field and unit prices bid by the 

ntractor. 
: There is a greater risk of injury/accidents due to existing surface 

nditions. 
st Reduction: Lower vehicle maintenance costs. 

MDOT’s safety assets and addresses spot locations on the trunkline system exh
 a strategy of cost-effective treatments.  correctable pattern through

Benefit: Treatments reduce traffic accidents and injuries, vehicle del
g costs by increasing the safety, efficiconsumption, pollution, and operatin

capacity of the trunkline system. 
Funding Source:  
 7
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             100   % 

tCommitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on 
al cosestimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s fin

tual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by tac
Risk Assessment: There is a greater risk of accidents and injuries by not im
fety treatments. sa

Cost Reduction: Reduced motorists operating costs with increased safety, efficienc
and capacity. Reduced maintenance costs of MDOT’s safety assets. 
New Project Identification: Reconstruction. 
Zip Code: 48180 
 
LE
PROPOSAL 04020
PROJECT  MG  77051-74689 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - APRIL 19, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - MAY 28, 2004                          -14.80 % 
 

mix asphalt cold milling and resurfacing on 3.98 mi of hot 
M-29 fro
Clay Township, St. Clair County. 
 
A 2004 highway preventive maintenance project. 
 
         BIDDER                         AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 
 

23,445.45         Ajax Paving Industries, Inc.        $  5
.                    $  4John Carlo, Inc

Ac
Lois Kay Contracting Co. 
Barrett Paving Materials, Inc.      $  645,861.50          Same       4 

rp. Pro-Line Asphalt Paving Co
 
  4  Bidders 
 
rpose/Business Case: The Capital Preventive Maintenance Program Pu

structural integrity and extends the service life of the Sta
eatmethrough a planned strategy of cost-effective maintenance tr

roadway system.   
Benefit: These treatments retard future deterioration, and
functional
de
Funding Source:  
4689A  7

    Federal Highway Administration Funds             81.85 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 18.15 % 

t cost is not fixed. It is based on the Commitment Level: The contrac
 pengineer=s best estimate of

 based on actual quantbe
co
Risk Assessment
co
Co
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New Project Identification: Maintenance. 
Zip Code: 48001 
 
LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402052                      $  176,769.20    $  190,791.78 

13- 4790 

98. 

                                  % OVER/UNDER EST. 

 limits, Old US-131 from north of Eisenhower 
ad to Hayes Road, and M-91 from Kendaville Road to M-46 in 

PROJECT  M  849 7
RMT.     LOCAL AG

START DATE - MAY 17, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - JUNE 25, 2004                           7.93 % 
 
26.54 mi of hot mix asphalt crack treatment roadbed on 
US-131 north of 19 Mile Road to the Mecosta/Osceola County 
line, US-131BR from 220th Avenue to west of Northland Drive, 
US-131BR from south of Cedar Street to 19 Mile Road, M-20 

m US-131BR to the from 220th Avenue to US-131 BR, M-20 fro
Big Rapids city
Ro
the city of Big Rapids, in the townships of Green, Big 
Rapids, Aetna, Mecosta, Austin, Cato and Pine, Mecosta and 
Montcalm Counties. 
 

intenance project. A 2004 highway preventive ma
 
       BIDDER                         AS-READ         AS-CHECKED   

ame       4 
 Same       2 

0          Same       5 
8          Same       1 ** 

  3 

s the 
system 
isting 

nefit: These treatments retard future deterioration, and maintain or improve the 
ition of the system resulting in longer pavement surface life, thereby 

laying the need for more expensive rehabilitation or reconstruction treatments. 

he contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the 

 a greater risk of injury/accidents due to existing surface 
s. 

 
  SJohn Carlo, Inc.                    $  289,036.16        

   $  250,942.50         Causie Contracting, Inc.         
nneth R. Hartman, Inc. Ke

Fahrner Asphalt Sealers, Inc.       $  342,066.8
odeller Construction, Inc.        $  190,791.7Sc

Michigan Joint Sealing, Inc. 
& R Sealcoating, Inc.             $  274,765.50          Same     A 

 
  5  Bidders 
 

 Capital Preventive Maintenance Program preservePurpose/Business Case: The
structural integrity and extends the service life of the State trunkline 

st-effective maintenance treatments to the exthrough a planned strategy of co
adway system.   ro

Be
functional cond
de
Funding Source: 
 74790A 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 100   % 
Commitment Level: T
engineer=s best estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will 
be based on actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the 
contractor. 
Risk Assessment: There is
condition
Cost Reduction: Lower vehicle maintenance costs. 
New Project Identification: Maintenance. 
Zip Code: 49307 
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99.     ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
3                      $  382,888.05    $  330,192.10 

 

venna Road in the townships of Egelston and Moorland, 

LETTING OF FEBR
OPOSAL 040205

UARY 06, 2004          
PR
PROJECT  M  61023-75071 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST.
START DATE - JUNE 07, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - 15 working days                       -13.76 % 
 
5.683 miles of microsurfacing and overband crack fill on 
46 from east of Maple Island Road easterly to west of M-

Ra
Muskegon County. 
 
A 2004 highway preventive maintenance project. 
 
  ECKED 

e       2 
ame       3 

Inc.            $  330,192.10          Same       1 ** 

eserves the 
ructural integrity and extends the service life of the State trunkline system 

isting 

ve the 
hereby 

mmitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the 
 estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will 

 based on actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the 

er vehicle maintenance costs. 

       BIDDER                         AS-READ         AS-CH
 
John Carlo, Inc.                    $  405,633.76          Sam
Strawser Incorporated               $  413,131.86          S
Fahrner Asphalt Sealers, Inc. 
Terry Construction, 
 
  3  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: The Capital Preventive Maintenance Program pr
st
through a planned strategy of cost-effective maintenance treatments to the ex
roadway system.   

etard future deterioration, and maintain or improBenefit: These treatments r
functional condition of the system resulting in longer pavement surface life, t
delaying the need for more expensive rehabilitation or reconstruction treatments. 
Funding Source:  
 75071A 
  State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 100   %   

Co
engineer=s best
be
contractor. 
Risk Assessment: There is a greater risk of injury/accidents due to existing surface 
conditions. 
Cost Reduction: Low
New Project Identification: Maintenance. 
Zip Code: 49451 
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100. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID  

ot 
 

sterly to east of County Road 573 in the 
ty of Norway, Norway and Waucedah Township, 

     $  393,661.73          Same       1 ** 

PROPOSAL 0402054                      $  410,784.18    $  393,661.73 
PROJECT  M  22023-74176 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - JULY 12, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - AUGUST 13, 2004                        -4.17 % 
 
4.10 mi of hot mix asphalt cold milling and resurfacing, h
mix asphalt approaches and aggregate shoulders upgrading,
joint repairs, and associated pavement markings on US-2, 
from Curry Road ea
ci
Dickinson County. 
 
A 2004 highway preventive maintenance project. 
 
         BIDDER                         AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 
 
Bacco Construction Company     
Payne & Dolan, Inc.                 $  427,670.38          Same       2 
 
  2  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: The Capital Preventive Maintenance Program preserves the 
structural integrity and extends the service life of the State trunkline system 
through a planned strategy of cost-effective maintenance treatments to the existing 

system.   roadway 
Benefit: These treatments retard future deterioration, and maintain or improve the 
functional condition of the system resulting in longer pavement surface life, thereby 
delaying the need for more expensive rehabilitation or reconstruction treatments. 
Funding Source:  
 74176A 
    State Restric
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the 

ted Trunkline Funds                 100   % 

engineer=s best estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will 
be based on actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the 
contractor. 
Risk Assessment: There is a greater risk of injury/accidents due to existing surface 
conditions. 
Cost Reduction: Lower vehicle maintenance costs. 
New Project Identification: Maintenance. 
Zip Code: 49892 
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101. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402055                      $  151,913.03    $  136,292.70 
PROJECT  M  73131-50635 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - APRIL 19, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - MAY 19, 2004                          -10.28 % 
 
1.569 mi of hot mix asphalt cold milling and one course 
resurfacing on M-83 (Gera Road) from M-46 north to M-15 in 
Blumfield Township, Saginaw County. 
 
  AD         AS-CHECKED 

ginaw Asphalt Paving Company        $  136,292.70          Same       1 ** 
.66          Same       2 

of 
 2007. 
 other 

s to keep them in good condition. 
ttempts to maximize the benefits of road preservation by using an asset 

d on 
 the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 

unkline network, reduced 
to the motoring 

       BIDDER                           AS-RE
 
Sa
Pyramid Paving & Contracting          $  171,618
 
  2  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: MDOT’s Road Preservation Program goal is to have 95% 
freeways and 85% of non-freeways under MDOT’s jurisdiction in good condition by
e Program focuses on repairing the worst roads first and extending the life ofTh

identified road
nefit: MDOT aBe

management philosophy to develop programs that are prioritized based on such factors 
as traffic volume, cost/benefit, ride quality, pavement condition, safety, user 
savings, maintenance savings, and condition. 
Funding Source: 
 50635A 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 100   % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 

struction cost. The contract’s final cost will be baseestimate of probable con
uantities built inactual q

Risk Assessment: The deterioration of the existing State tr
safety, and increased vehicle maintenance and operational costs 
public. 
Cost Reduction: Reduced roadway maintenance costs.  
New Project Identification: Rehabilitation. 
Zip Code: 48734 
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102. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402056                      $  1,258,797.31  $  1,080,574.27 

 

ard 

 
lta, Dickinson, 

gebic, Houghton, Iron, Keweenaw, Luce, Mackinac, 

ark Highway Services, Inc.        $  1,141,932.87          Same       2 
ng, Inc.              $  1,220,449.21          Same       3 

 S. Contracting, Inc. 

-effective treatments.  
nts reduce traffic accidents and injuries, vehicle delay, fuel 

 safety, efficiency, and 

bid by the contractor. 
s and injuries by not implementing 

Reduced motorists operating costs with increased safety, efficiency, 
d capacity. Reduced maintenance costs of MDOT’s safety assets. 

New Project Identification: Reconstruction. 
Zip Code: 49829 
 

PROJECT  ANHG 84911-75482
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - 10 days after aw
COMPLETION DATE - DECEMBER 01, 2004                     -14.16 % 
 
Application of permanent pavement markings including 
longitudinal and special markings on various state trunkline
routes in Alger, Baraga, Chippewa, De
Go
Marquette, Ontonagon and Schoolcraft Counties. 
 
         BIDDER                         AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 
 
Cl
P.K. Contracti
R.
Interstate Road Management Corp.    $  1,080,574.27          Same       1 ** 
NES - Worksafe 
 
  3  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: The Traffic and Safety Program preserves the integrity of 
MDOT’s safety assets and addresses spot locations on the trunkline system exhibiting a 

ern through a strategy of costcorrectable patt
 TreatmeBenefit:

consumption, pollution, and operating costs by increasing the
capacity of the trunkline system. 
Funding Source:  
 75482A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             100   % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices 

accidentRisk Assessment: There is a greater risk of 
s. safety treatment

st Reduction: Co
an
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103. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402057                      $  867,623.64     $  921,217.05 
PROJECT  NHG 18033-73375 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - APRIL 05, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - JULY 16, 2004                           6.18 % 
 
16.9 mi of guardrail upgrades and replacements, upgrading 

 
he 

ty. 

existing filler walls with filler wall extensions and end 
blocks and other miscellaneous items of work on US-127
between Hatton Road and north Clare County line in t
townships of Hatton, Hayes and Frost, Clare Coun
 
   

** 

g, Inc. 
te Way Fence, Inc.                 $    951,576.44          Same       2 

       BIDDER                           AS-READ         AS-CHECKED
 
J. Slagter & Son Construction Co.    $  1,077,741.25          Same       3 
Snowden, Inc.                        $    921,217.05          Same       1 
Nationwide Fence & Supply Company    $  1,215,108.05          Same       5 
Tri-Valley Landscaping, Inc.         $  1,109,970.50          Same       4 
J & J Contractin
Ri
 
  5  Bidders 

tem exhibiting a 

ing costs by increasing the safety, efficiency, and 
run ine system. 

ource:  

 based on 

re is a greater risk of accidents and injuries by not implementing 

 safety, efficiency, 
OT’s safety assets. 

ification: Reconstruction. 
p Code: 48625 

 

 
Purpose/Business Case: The Traffic and Safety Program preserves the integrity of 

afety assets and addresses spot locations on the trunkline sysMDOT’s s
correctable pattern through a strategy of cost-effective treatments.  
Benefit: Treatments reduce traffic accidents and injuries, vehicle delay, fuel 

luti n, and operatconsumption, pol o
capacity of the t kl
Funding S
 73375A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             100   % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 

ble construction cost. The contract’s final cost will beestimate of proba
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 

TheRisk Assessment: 
safety treatments. 

rists operating costs with increasedCost Reduction: Reduced moto
ty. Reduced maintenance costs of MDand capaci

New Project Ident
Zi
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104. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402058                      $  390,232.78    $  424,693.00 
PROJECT  M  14051-76724 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - JUNE 07, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - JULY 02, 2004                           8.83 % 
 
3.94 mi of paver placed surface seal on M-40 from the south 

lus, 

* 

s Case: The Capital Preventive Maintenance Program preserves the 
ructural integrity and extends the service life of the State trunkline system 

 Restricted Trunkline Funds                 100   % 
on the 

village limits of Marcellus northerly to the Van Buren 
County line and on M-216 from the intersection of M-40 
easterly to the railroad tracks in the village of Marcel
in Marcellus Township, Cass County. 
 
A 2004 highway preventive maintenance project. 
 
         BIDDER                           AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 
 
Rieth-Riley Construction Co., Inc.     $  428,310.42          Same       2 
Michigan Paving and Materials Company  $  424,693.00          Same       1 *
 
  2  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Busines
st
through a planned strategy of cost-effective maintenance treatments to the existing 
roadway system.   
Benefit: These treatments retard future deterioration, and maintain or improve the 
functional condition of the system resulting in longer pavement surface life, thereby 
delaying the need for more expensive rehabilitation or reconstruction treatments. 
Funding Source: 
 76724A 
    State
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based 
engineer=s best estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will 
be based on actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the 
contractor. 
Risk Assessment: There is a greater risk of injury/accidents due to existing surface 
conditions. 
Cost Reduction: Lower vehicle maintenance costs. 
New Project Identification: Maintenance. 
Zip Code: 49067 
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105. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402059                      $  168,891.73    $  115,916.00 
PROJECT  IM  84916-75223 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - JUNE 07, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - JULY 15, 2004                         -31.37 % 
 

2004 highway preventive maintenance project. 

17.9 mi of concrete crack sealing and joint resealing on 
I-69 from US-127 east to the center line of M-52 in 
Woodhull, Perry, DeWitt and Bath Townships, Clinton and 
Shiawassee Counties. 
 
A 
 
         BIDDER                           AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 

owden, Inc. 

hrner Asphalt Sealers, Inc.         $  163,600.00          Same       3 
truction, Inc.          $  115,916.00          Same       1 ** 

phalt Concrete Services             $  122,061.00          Same       2 

the 
rity and extends the service life of the State trunkline system 

eatments to the existing 

   90.00 % 
   10.00 % 

 fixed. It is based on the 
stimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will 

 based on actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the 
contractor. 
Risk Assessment: There is a greater risk of injury/accidents due to existing surface 
conditions. 
Cost Reduction: Lower vehicle maintenance costs. 
New Project Identification: Maintenance. 
Zip Code: 48882 
 

 
Sn
Causie Contracting, Inc.              $  187,646.00          Same       5 
Kenneth R. Hartman, Inc. 
Fa
Scodeller Cons
As
Michigan Joint Sealing, Inc. 
Interstate Sealant & Concrete, Inc. 
A & R Sealcoating, Inc.               $  180,655.50          Same       4 
 
  5  Bidders 
 

 Case: The Capital Preventive Maintenance Program preserves Purpose/Business
al integstructur

through a planned strategy of cost-effective maintenance tr
roadway system.   
Benefit: These treatments retard future deterioration, and maintain or improve the 
functional condition of the system resulting in longer pavement surface life, thereby 
delaying the need for more expensive rehabilitation or reconstruction treatments. 
Funding Source: 
 75223A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds          

             State Restricted Trunkline Funds     
: The contract cost is notCommitment Level

gineer=s best een
be
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106. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402060                      $  684,461.39     $ 581,645.43 
PROJECT  STG 84912-75440 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - 10 days after award 

unkline 

COMPLETION DATE - DECEMBER 01, 2004                     -15.02 % 
 
Application of permanent pavement markings including 
longitudinal and special markings on various state tr
routes in Cheboygan, Crawford, Emmet, Ogemaw, Otsego and 
Roscommon Counties. 
 
           AS-CHECKED 

 1 ** 
K. Contracting, Inc.               $  582,267.93          Same       2 

ng, Inc.              $  614,680.79          Same       4 

fic and Safety Program preserves the integrity of 
locations on the trunkline system exhibiting a 

fuel 
llution, and operating costs by increasing the safety, efficiency, and 
 trunkline system. 

Reduced motorists operating costs with increased safety, efficiency, 
s. 

       BIDDER                         AS-READ 
 
Clark Highway Services, Inc.         $  581,645.43          Same      
P.
R. S. Contracti
Interstate Road Management Corp.     $  614,498.67          Same       3 
NES - Worksafe 
 
  4  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: The Traf
MDOT’s safety assets and addresses spot 
correctable pattern through a strategy of cost-effective treatments.  
nefit: Treatments reduce traffic accidents and injuries, vehicle delay, Be

consumption, po
pacity of theca

Funding Source: 
 75440A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             100   % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 
Risk Assessment: There is a greater risk of accidents and injuries by not implementing 

s. safety treatment
uction: Cost Red

and capacity. Reduced maintenance costs of MDOT’s safety asset
New Project Identification: Reconstruction. 
Zip Code: 49738 
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107. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402061                      $   67,698.60    $   68,949.13 
PROJECT  STG 16021-72619 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - JULY 12, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - JULY 30, 2004                           1.85 % 
 
10.59 mi of non-freeway sign upgrading on M-68 from US-31 

                     $  68,949.13          Same       1 ** 
viro Products, Inc.                $  72,359.30          Same       3 

to I-75 in the cities of Alanson and Burt Lake, in 
Littlefield and Tuscarora Townships, Emmet and Cheboygan 
Counties. 
 
         BIDDER                         AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 
 
Midwest Bridge Company 
Action Traffic Maintenance, Inc.     $  72,031.16          Same       2 
Trans Tech Electric, Inc.            $  75,675.90          Same       5 
J & J Contracting, Inc.              $  75,095.72          Same       4 
NES - Worksafe  
En
 
  5  Bidders 

tem exhibiting a 

ing costs by increasing the safety, efficiency, and 
runkline system. 

ource:  

 based on 

re is a greater risk of accidents and injuries by not implementing 

 safety, efficiency, 
OT’s safety assets. 

ification: Reconstruction. 
p Code: 49738 

 

 
Purpose/Business Case: The Traffic and Safety Program preserves the integrity of 

afety assets and addresses spot locations on the trunkline sysMDOT’s s
correctable pattern through a strategy of cost-effective treatments.  
Benefit: Treatments reduce traffic accidents and injuries, vehicle delay, fuel 

lution, and operatconsumption, pol
capacity of the t
Funding S
 72619A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             100   % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 

ble construction cost. The contract’s final cost will beestimate of proba
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 
Risk Assessment: The
safety treatments. 

rists operating costs with increasedCost Reduction: Reduced moto
ty. Reduced maintenance costs of MDand capaci

New Project Ident
Zi
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108. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402063                       $  341,752.59    $  338,418.75 
PROJECT  M  41101-74791 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - AUGUST 02, 2004 

d) east 

ownship, Kent County. 

COMPLETION DATE - AUGUST 31, 2004                        -0.98 % 
 
5.002 mi of microsurfacing, overband crack fill, and 
pavement joint repair, detail 8 on M-44 (Belding Roa
of Courtland Center Drive, easterly to Ramsdell Drive 
in Cannon T
 
A 2004 highway preventive maintenance project. 
 
                   AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 

** 

to the existing 

 resulting in longer pavement surface life, thereby 
 fo more expensive rehabilitation or reconstruction treatments. 

ource: 

 cost will 

ts. 
ification: Maintenance. 

p Code: 49341 
 

       BIDDER         
 
John Carlo, Inc.                      $ 347,565.80          Same       2 
Strawser Incorporated                 $ 468,008.50          Same       3 
Fahrner Asphalt Sealers, Inc. 
Terry Construction, Inc.              $ 338,418.75          Same       1 
 
  3  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: The Capital Preventive Maintenance Program preserves the 
structural integrity and extends the service life of the State trunkline system 
through a planned strategy of cost-effective maintenance treatments 
roadway system.   
Benefit: These treatments retard future deterioration, and maintain or improve the 
functional condition of the system
delaying the need r 
Funding S
 74791A 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 100   % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the 
engineer=s best estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final
be based on actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the 
contractor. 
Risk Assessment: There is a greater risk of injury/accidents due to existing surface 
conditions. 
Cost Reduction: Lower vehicle maintenance cos
New Project Ident
Zi
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109. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402064                     $  1,193,296.34   $  1,119,039.19 
PROJECT  MG  77052-74691 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - JUNE 07, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - JULY 31, 2004                          -6.22 % 
 
1.88 mi of concrete pavement restoration, crack treatment 

Clair 

     $  1,239,402.15          Same       3 

usie Contracting, Inc.            $  1,301,473.94          Same       4 
t Company             $  1,119,039.19          Same       1 ** 

odeller Construction, Inc. 

ting 
 

maintain or improve the 
ace life, thereby 

It is based on the 
 cost. The contract’s final cost will 

n the field and unit prices bid by the 

sk Assessment: There is a greater risk of injury/accidents due to existing surface 
conditions. 
Cost Reduction: Lower vehicle maintenance costs. 
New Project Identification: Maintenance. 
Zip Code: 48079 
 

and microsurfacing on M-29 from Riverside Avenue to north 
city limits of St. Clair in the city of St. Clair, St. 
County. 
 
A 2004 highway preventive maintenance project. 
 
  10.00 % DBE participation required 
 
         BIDDER                         AS-READ           AS-CHECKED 
 
Kelcris Corporation            
Snowden, Inc. 
Ca
Florence Cemen
Sc
Six-S, Inc.                         $  1,205,471.80          Same       2 
 
  4  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: The Capital Preventive Maintenance Program preserves the 
structural integrity and extends the service life of the State trunkline system 

d strategy of cost-effective maintenance treatments to the existhrough a planne
system.  roadway 

Benefit: These treatments retard future deterioration, and 
functional condition of the system resulting in longer pavement surf
delaying the need for more expensive rehabilitation or reconstruction treatments. 
Funding Source: 
 74691A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             81.85 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 18.15 % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. 

tructionengineer=s best estimate of probable cons
tual quantities built ibe based on ac

ntractor. co
Ri
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110. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402065                     $  2,287,474.54   $  2,071,382.73 
PROJECT  AIM 09035-75296 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - MAY 03, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - AUGUST 06, 2004                        -9.45 % 
 
12.53 mi of concrete pavement repair, resawing and sealing 
longitudinal and transverse joints, crack sealing, chip 
sealing shoulders, and pavement markings on M-15 from Main 
Street to Emerson Street, M-25 from Memorial Veteran's 
idge to Johnson Street, M-54/M-83 intersection, I-75 from 

13/US-23 
terchange (includes ramps), I-75 from bridge over C&O 

aukee Bridge, and M-53 
om I-69 eastbound off-ramp to Newark Rd., in the cities of 

wkawlin, Fraser, Lincoln, Standish, and Imlay Townships, 

Br
Beaver Road to Prevo Road, US-23 from I-75 to M-
In
Railroad to south abutment of the Zilw
fr
Vassar and Bay City, Birch Run, Buena Vista, Monitor, 
Ka
Tuscola, Bay, Arenac, Saginaw, and Lapeer Counties. 
 
A 2004 highway preventative maintenance project. 
 
  quired  5.00 % DBE participation re
 
         BIDDER                          AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 

lcris Corporation                 $  2,236,162.52          Same       2 

Case: The Capital Preventive Maintenance Program preserves the 
 State trunkline system 
eatments to the existing 

   90.00 % 
           10.00 % 

ct cost is not fixed. It is based on the 
best estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will 

 based on actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the 
contractor. 
Risk Assessment: There is a greater risk of injury/accidents due to existing surface 
conditions. 
Cost Reduction: Lower vehicle maintenance costs. 
New Project Identification: Maintenance. 
Zip Code: 48706 Region-Wide 
 
 
 

 
Ke
Snowden, Inc.                       $  2,529,615.78          Same       4 
Causie Contracting, Inc.            $  2,298,869.60          Same       3 
Florence Cement Company 
Six-S, Inc.                         $  2,071,382.73          Same       1 ** 
 
  4  Bidders 
 

Business Purpose/
structural integrity and extends the service life of the
through a planned strategy of cost-effective maintenance tr
roadway system.   
Benefit: These treatments retard future deterioration, and maintain or improve the 
functional condition of the system resulting in longer pavement surface life, thereby 
delaying the need for more expensive rehabilitation or reconstruction treatments. 
Funding Source: 
 75296A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds          
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds      

: The contraCommitment Level
engineer=s 
be
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111. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402066                      $  469,205.64    $  425,122.00 
PROJECT  MG  84916-75199 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - MAY 03, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - JULY 30, 2004                          -9.40 % 
 
87.04 mi of overband crack fill at various locations 
throughout the University Region/Lansing TSC area in 
Ingham, Eaton, Clinton and Shiawassee Counties. 
 
A 2003 highway preventive maintenance project. 
 
  S-CHECKED 

me       3 
     Same       4 

Same       2 
       Same       5 

odeller Construction, Inc.        $   425,122.00          Same       1 ** 

erves the 
ructural integrity and extends the service life of the State trunkline system 

ting 

the 
reby 

5199A 
hway Administration Funds             81.85 % 

  State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 18.15 % 

 Maintenance. 
48909 TSC-wide 

       BIDDER                         AS-READ         A
 
John Carlo, Inc.                    $   461,135.25          Sa
Causie Contracting, Inc.            $   487,042.00     
Kenneth R. Hartman, Inc.            $   434,219.50          
Fahrner Asphalt Sealers, Inc.       $ 1,022,405.00   
Sc
Interstate Sealant & Concrete, Inc. 
 
  5  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: The Capital Preventive Maintenance Program pres
st
through a planned strategy of cost-effective maintenance treatments to the exis
roadway system.   
Benefit: These treatments retard future deterioration, and maintain or improve 

 system resulting in longer pavement surface life, thefunctional condition of the
delaying the need for more expensive rehabilitation or reconstruction treatments. 
Funding Source: 
 7
    Federal Hig
  
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the 
engineer=s best estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will 
be based on actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the 
contractor. 
Risk Assessment: There is a greater risk of injury/accidents due to existing surface 
conditions. 
Cost Reduction: Lower vehicle maintenance costs. 

tification:New Project Iden
: Zip Code
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112. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402067                      $  254,996.15    $  217,416.86 
PROJECT  NHG 67022-72612 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - 10 days after award 

ld 
n, 

d City and 
art, the townships of Branch, Custer, Amber, Pere, Pinora, 

ceola, 
son, Lake and Osceola Counties. 

COMPLETION DATE - JULY 30, 2004                         -14.74 % 
 
71.09 mi of non-freeway signing upgrade on M-10 from O
31 to Clare west county line in the cities of Ludingto
Scottville, Custer, Baldwin, Idlewild, Chase, Ree
Ev
Cherry, Valley, Weber, Sweetwater, Sylvan and Os
Ma
 
         BIDDER                         AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 

$  217,416.86          Same       1 ** 
viro Products, Inc.                $  281,102.00          Same       5 

5  Bidders 

 through a strategy of cost-effective treatments.  

d on the engineer=s best 
will be based on 

. 

duced maintenance costs of MDOT’s safety assets. 

 
Midwest Bridge Company 
Action Traffic Maintenance, Inc.     $  249,928.87          Same       4 
Trans Tech Electric, Inc.            $  248,836.25          Same       3 
J & J Contracting, Inc.              $  225,378.18          Same       2 
NES - Worksafe                       
En
  
  
 
Purpose/Business Case: The Traffic and Safety Program preserves the integrity of 
MDOT’s safety assets and addresses spot locations on the trunkline system exhibiting a 

ble patterncorrecta
Benefit: Treatments reduce traffic accidents and injuries, vehicle delay, fuel 
consumption, pollution, and operating costs by increasing the safety, efficiency, and 

trunkline system. capacity of the 
Funding Source: 
 72612A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             100   % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is base
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost 
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 
Risk Assessment: There is a greater risk of accidents and injuries by not implementing 
safety treatments
Cost Reduction: Reduced motorists operating costs with increased safety, efficiency, 
and capacity. Re

 Reconstruction. New Project Identification:
49601 Zip Code: 
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113. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402069                     $  1,461,902.51  $  1,734,116.47 
PROJECT  ANH 63041-60440 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - APRIL 15, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - SEPTEMBER 01, 2004                     18.62 % 
 
1.84 mi of full and partial depth concrete repairs, diamond 
grinding pavement, signal loop replacement, and permanent 
pavement markings on M-59, Airport Road to Williams Lake 
Road in Wexford Township, Oakland County. 
 
  d  7.00 % DBE participation require
 
   

            $  1,793,924.52          Same       2 

       BIDDER                          AS-READ          AS-CHECKED
 
Kelcris Corporation     
Snowden, Inc. 
Causie Contracting, Inc.            $  2,185,624.79          Same       4 
Florence Cement Company             $  1,845,153.34          Same       3 
Six-S, Inc.                         $  1,734,116.47          Same       1 ** 
 
    Bidders 

rpose/Business Case: MDOT’s Road Preservation Program goal is to have 95% of 

 ride quality, pavement condition, safety, user 
nce savings, and condition. 

eer=s best 

ilt in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 

sts to the motoring 

educed roadway maintenance costs.  
 Identification: Rehabilitation. 

p Code: 48327 
 

4
 
Pu
freeways and 85% of non-freeways under MDOT’s jurisdiction in good condition by 2007. 
The Program focuses on repairing the worst roads first and extending the life of other 
identified roads to keep them in good condition. 
Benefit: MDOT attempts to maximize the benefits of road preservation by using an asset 
management philosophy to develop programs that are prioritized based on such factors 
as traffic volume, cost/benefit,
savings, maintena

Source: Funding 
 60440A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             81.85 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 18.15 % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engin
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
actual quantities bu
Risk Assessment: The deterioration of the existing State trunkline network, reduced 
safety, and increased vehicle maintenance and operational co
public. 
Cost Reduction: R
w ProjectNe

Zi
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114. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402070                      $  706,191.71    $  689,113.38 
PROJECT  CMG 41051-72089 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - APRIL 05, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - SEPTEMBER 30, 2004                     -2.42 % 
 
Traffic signal upgrading and modernization at seven 
locations on M-44 between Leonard Street and 5 Mile Road in 
the townships of Grand Rapids and Plainfield, Kent 
County. 
 
   AS-READ          AS-CHECKED 

1 ** 
ndemuller Electric, Inc.          $  931,900.00          Same       5 

ic, Inc. 

       BIDDER                       
 
Strain Electric Company             $  689,113.38          Same       
Wi
Trans Tech Electric, Inc.           $  819,060.00          Same       4 
J. Ranck Electr
John R. Howell, Inc.                $  808,455.41          Same       3 
DVT Electric, Inc                   $  758,998.00          Same       2 
 
  5  Bidders 

rpose/Business Case: The Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) Program funds 

       100   % 
 The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the  engineer=s best 

of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
e contractor. 
nment in air quality. 

a. 

 
Pu
transportation projects that will contribute to attainment or maintenance of the 
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for ozone and carbon monoxide. TEA-21 
also allows CMAQ funding to be expended in particulate matter(PM) non-attainment and 
maintenance areas. 
Benefit: Reduction in transportation related emissions 
Funding Source: 
 72089A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds      
Commitment Level:
estimate 
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by th
Risk Assessment: Loss of Federal funds and continued non-attai
Cost Reduction: Less congestion and reduced maintenance costs due to increased 
carpooling. 
New Project Identification: Expansion and resurfacing of existing parking are
Zip Code: 49505 
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115. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402071                      $  106,826.10     $   98,346.00 
PROJECT  NH  82143-74992 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - APRIL 15, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - 25 working days                        -7.94 % 
 
5.537 mi of warranty hot mix asphalt crack treatment on 

and 
oit, Wayne County. 

           $  323,539.55          Same       5 

* 
& R Sealcoating, Inc.             $  193,255.00          Same       4 

M-102 (8 Mile Road) from east of M-53 (Van Dyke Avenue) to 
I-94 in the cities of Detroit, Warren, Harper Woods 
East Detr
 
A 2004 highway preventive maintenance project. 
 
         BIDDER                         AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 
 
John Carlo, Inc.                    $   98,911.32          Same       2 
Kenneth R. Hartman, Inc. 
Scodeller Construction, Inc.        $  134,770.00          Same       3 
Michigan Joint Sealing, Inc.        $   98,346.00          Same       1 *
A 
 
  5  Bidders 

, and maintain or improve the 
ion of the system resulting in longer pavement surface life, thereby 

the need for more expensive rehabilitation or reconstruction treatments. 

ies built in the field and unit prices bid by the 

nditions. 
Cost Reduction: Lower vehicle maintenance costs. 
New Project Identification: Maintenance. 
Zip Code: 48225 
 

 
Purpose/Business Case: The Capital Preventive Maintenance Program preserves the 
structural integrity and extends the service life of the State trunkline system 
through a planned strategy of cost-effective maintenance treatments to the existing 

system.   roadway 
Benefit: treatments retard future deterioration These 
functional condit
delaying 
Funding Source: 
 74992A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             81.85 % 

cted Trunkline Funds                 18.15 %     State Restri
The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the Commitment Level: 

engineer=s best estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will 
be based on actual quantit

. contractor
Risk Assessment: There is a greater risk of injury/accidents due to existing surface 
co
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116. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402072                      $   28,006.01    $   19,736.62 
PROJECT  STG 65051-72621 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - AUGUST 02, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - AUGUST 20, 2004                       -29.53 % 
 
7.95 mi of non-freeway sign upgrading on M-33 from the south 
Ogemaw County line to M-55 in the townships of Horton and 
Mills, Ogemaw County. 
 
         BIDDER                        AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 

dwest Bridge Company 
 6 

tion Traffic Maintenance, Inc.    $  24,202.08          Same       3 

 

 
Mi
Highway Service Co., Inc.           $  29,560.25          Same      
Ac
Trans Tech Electric, Inc.           $  29,031.25          Same       5 
J & J Contracting, Inc.             $  19,736.62          Same       1 **
NES - Worksafe                      $  20,851.13          Same       2 
Enviro Products, Inc.               $  24,919.80          Same       4 
 
  6  Bidders 

rpose/Business Case: The Traffic and Safety Program preserves the integrity of 

ion, and operating costs by increasing the safety, efficiency, and 

ay Administration Funds             100   % 
t Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 

l cost will be based on 
e contractor. 

 not implementing 

 Reduced maintenance costs of MDOT’s safety assets. 

38 

 
Pu
MDOT’s safety assets and addresses spot locations on the trunkline system exhibiting a 
correctable pattern through a strategy of cost-effective treatments.  
Benefit: Treatments reduce traffic accidents and injuries, vehicle delay, fuel 
consumption, pollut
capacity of the trunkline system. 
Funding Source: 
 72621A 
    Federal Highw
Commitmen
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s fina
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by th
Risk Assessment: There is a greater risk of accidents and injuries by
safety treatments. 
Cost Reduction: Reduced motorists operating costs with increased safety, efficiency, 
and capacity.
New Project Identification: Reconstruction. 
Zip Code: 497
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117. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402073                      $  116,620.00    $  109,480.00 
PROJECT  MG  77012-74671, ETC 

to 

f Hancock Street, and on M-29 east of 
ok Road to Chartier Road in the cities of Yale, Marine 

ay and Cottrellville, St. Clair County. 

nneth R. Hartman, Inc. 
t Sealers, Inc. 

odeller Construction, Inc.        $ 109,480.00          Same       1 ** 

the service life of the State trunkline system 
d strategy of cost-effective maintenance treatments to the existing 

        81.85 % 
ted Trunkline Funds                 18.15 % 

4690A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             81.85 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 18.15 % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the 
engineer=s best estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will 
be based on actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the 
contractor. 
Risk Assessment: There is a greater risk of injury/accidents due to existing surface 
conditions. 
Cost Reduction: Lower vehicle maintenance costs. 
New Project Identification: Maintenance. 
Zip Code: 48001 
 

LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - MAY 01, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - JUNE 01, 2004                          -6.12 % 
 
10.7 mi of crack treatment on M-19 from the south city limits 
DTE Railroad Crossing, on I-94 BL/I-69BL/M-25 from Black 
River Bridge to north o
No
City, Algonac and Port Huron, in the townships of Brockway, 
Cl
 
A 2004 highway preventive maintenance project. 
 
         BIDDER                        AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 
 
John Carlo, Inc.                    $ 160,619.72          Same       3 
Causie Contracting, Inc. 
Ke
Fahrner Asphal
Sc
A & R Sealcoating, Inc.             $ 115,351.52          Same       2 
 
  3  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: The Capital Preventive Maintenance Program preserves the 

rity and extends structural integ
a plannethrough 

roadway system.   
Benefit: These treatments retard future deterioration, and maintain or improve the 
functional condition of the system resulting in longer pavement surface life, thereby 
delaying the need for more expensive rehabilitation or reconstruction treatments. 
Funding Source: 
 74671A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             81.85 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 18.15 % 
 74673A 

way Administration Funds         Federal High
  State Restric  

 7
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118. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402074                      $  429,752.33    $  380,143.09 
PROJECT  NHG 84912-75485 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - 10 days after award 

ne 

COMPLETION DATE - DECEMBER 01, 2004                     -11.54 % 
 
Application of permanent pavement markings including 
longitudinal and special markings on various state trunkli
routes in Antrim, Benzie, Charlevoix, Grand Traverse, 
Kalkaska, and Leelanau Counties. 
 
  READ         AS-CHECKED 

6          Same       3 
K. Contracting, Inc.              $  392,450.31          Same       2 

   4 
terstate Road Management Corp.    $  380,143.09          Same       1 ** 

 of 
iting a 

ments reduce traffic accidents and injuries, vehicle delay, fuel 
llution, and operating costs by increasing the safety, efficiency, and 

ting 
. 

ased safety, efficiency, 
s. 

       BIDDER                         AS-
 
Clark Highway Services, Inc.        $  397,711.0
P.
R. S. Contracting, Inc.             $  477,622.72          Same    
In
NES - Worksafe 
 
  4  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: The Traffic and Safety Program preserves the integrity
MDOT’s safety assets and addresses spot locations on the trunkline system exhib
rrectable pattern through a strategy of cost-effective treatments.  co

Benefit: Treat
nsumption, poco

capacity of the trunkline system. 
Funding Source: 
 75485A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             100   % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 

 There is a greater risk of accidents and injuries by not implemenRisk Assessment:
reatmentssafety t

Cost Reduction: Reduced motorists operating costs with incre
and capacity. Reduced maintenance costs of MDOT’s safety asset

ect Identification: Reconstruction. New Proj
Zip Code: 49684 
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119. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402075                      $   63,220.93    $   59,165.88 
PROJECT  STG 20021-72620 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - JUNE 07, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - JUNE 25, 2004                          -6.41 % 
 
9.81 mi of non-freeway sign upgrading on M-72 from west 

c Company           $  68,334.50          Same       5 
& J Contracting, Inc.             $  64,869.72          Same       4 

                      $  59,633.53          Same       2 
viro Products, Inc.               $  59,165.88          Same       1 ** 

egy of cost-effective treatments.  
nts reduce traffic accidents and injuries, vehicle delay, fuel 

 safety, efficiency, and 

s by not implementing 

Reduced motorists operating costs with increased safety, efficiency, 
d capacity. Reduced maintenance costs of MDOT’s safety assets. 

New Project Identification: Reconstruction. 
Zip Code: 49738 
 

Crawford County line to I-75BL, on M-93 from M-72 to Camp 
Grayling in the townships of Frederic and Grayling, 
Crawford County. 
 
         BIDDER                        AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 
 
Midwest Bridge Company 
Highway Service Co., Inc.           $  79,956.55          Same       7 
Action Traffic Maintenance, Inc.    $  64,543.36          Same       3 
Trans Tech Electric, Inc.           $  73,968.50          Same       6 
Top Rail Electri
J 
NES - Worksafe
En
 
  7  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: The Traffic and Safety Program preserves the integrity of 
MDOT’s safety assets and addresses spot locations on the trunkline system exhibiting a 

ern through a stratcorrectable patt
 TreatmeBenefit:

consumption, pollution, and operating costs by increasing the
capacity of the trunkline system. 
Funding Source: 
 72620A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             100   % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 

accidents and injurieRisk Assessment: There is a greater risk of 
s. safety treatment

st Reduction: Co
an

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
2/20/04          Page 91 of 150 



120. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402076                      $  218,125.33    $  287,541.06 
PROJECT  NHG 31051-74212 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - OCTOBER 04, 2004 

 
e 

ge and Marquette, in the counties of 
ughton and Marquette. 

COMPLETION DATE - 25 working days                        31.82 % 
 
1.0 mi of non-freeway signing and truss replacements on 
US-41 at Houghton Hancock Lift Bridge and US-41 at Champion
Street in the cities of Houghton and Marquette, in th
townships of Porta
Ho
 
         BIDDER                         AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 

** 

 of 
OT’s safety assets and addresses spot locations on the trunkline system exhibiting a 

tern through a strategy of cost-effective treatments.  
ments reduce traffic accidents and injuries, vehicle delay, fuel 

cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
 built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 

uries by not implementing 

 
Midwest Bridge Company              $  287,541.06          Same       1 
Action Traffic Maintenance, Inc.    $  346,135.60          Same       3 
Trans Tech Electric, Inc.           $  319,320.00          Same       2 
 
  3  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: The Traffic and Safety Program preserves the integrity
MD
correctable pat
nefit: TreatBe

consumption, pollution, and operating costs by increasing the safety, efficiency, and 
capacity of the trunkline system. 
Funding Source: 
 74212A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             100   % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 

able construction estimate of prob
uantitiesactual q

Risk Assessment: There is a greater risk of accidents and inj
safety treatments. 
Cost Reduction: Reduced motorists operating costs with increased safety, efficiency, 
and capacity. Reduced maintenance costs of MDOT’s safety assets. 
New Project Identification: Reconstruction. 
Zip Code: 49931 
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121. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402077                      $   81,973.05     $  68,655.00 
PROJECT  STE 34044-76965 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - 10 days after award 

 

COMPLETION DATE - MAY 14, 2006                          -16.25 % 
 
11.48 mi of natural landscape tree planting on I-96 from 
west of Jordan Lake Road (Exit 64) to east of Keefer 
Highway in the townships of Berlin, Orange and Portland,
Ionia County. 
 
         BIDDER                           AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 

 
 

ane Dukes, Inc.                   $     70,514.00          Same       3 
er & Associates, Inc. 

ndmark Services, Inc.             $     69,661.35          Same       2 

                         
m is included in TEA-21, 

rtation projects. 

        18.15 % 
 The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 

timate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 
Risk Assessment: Loss of Federal funds. If funds are not used under the enhancement 
guidelines, they are redistributed to other states for additional enhancement 
activities in those states. 
Cost Reduction: Wide-ranging due to the various enhancement activities allowed in the 
program. Reduces the need to use traditional transportation funding sources for these 
activities. 
New Project Identification: New Construction.  
Zip Code: 48875 
 

 
Marine City Nursery Company         $     98,241.00          Same       9 
Stein Construction Co., Inc.        $     97,522.00          Same       8 
Miller Development, Inc             $     79,295.24          Same       6
Tri-Valley Landscaping, Inc.        $     89,562.00          Same       7
Di
Anderson-Fisch
La
Chapman's Nursery-Landscape, Inc.   $     66,008.00          Same      REJ 
Endless Lawn Service & Nursery      $     77,673.24          Same       5 
County Line Nurseries & Landscaping $     68,655.00          Same       1 ** 
Cobblestone Pavers, LLC             $     71,608.00          Same       4 
 
 10  Bidders 

               
Purpose/Business Case: The Transportation Enhancement Progra
which sets aside funding for transportation enhancement activities and defines 
allowable enhancement activities. These funds cannot be used to build or repair roads. 
Benefit: Allows cities, villages, counties, MDNR, and MDOT to use a source of Federal 
funds to improve the transportation infrastructure in Michigan by funding “non-
traditional” transpo
Funding Source: 
 76965A 

         81.85 %     Federal Highway Administration Funds    
cted Trunkline Funds             State Restri

mmitment Level:Co
es
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122. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402078                      $  326,005.37    $  281,281.50 
PROJECT  STH 41101-74525 
LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - APRIL 26, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - JUNE 11, 2004                         -13.72 % 
 
0.400 mi of headed up left turn lanes, right turn lane, 
pavement markings, permanent signs and other related 
restoration items on M-44 from west of Lincoln Lake Avenue 

oln Lake Avenue in the township of Grattan, 
nt County. 

to east of Linc
Ke
 
         BIDDER                         AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 

  318,244.90          Same       3 

rth River Excavating, Inc. 

costs by increasing the safety, efficiency, and 
runkline system. 

ource: 

 based on 

dentification: Reconstruction. 

 
Kamminga & Roodvoets, Inc.          $  321,747.91          Same       5 
Dykema Excavators, Inc.             $  317,846.26          Same       2 
Wyoming Excavators, Inc.            $  325,058.00          Same       6 
Nashville Construction Company      $  321,180.93          Same       4 
C & D Hughes, Inc.                  $
Brenner Excavating, Inc.            $  281,281.50          Same       1 ** 
Workman Contractors, Inc.           $  329,447.41          Same       8 
Schippers Excavating, Inc.          $  325,347.00          Same       7 
Quantum Construction Company 
Youngstrom Contracting 
No
 
  8  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Business Case: The Traffic and Safety Program preserves the integrity of 

afety assets and addresses spot locations on the trunkline system exhibiting a MDOT’s s
correctable pattern through a strategy of cost-effective treatments.  
Benefit: Treatments reduce traffic accidents and injuries, vehicle delay, fuel 

lution, and operating consumption, pol
capacity of the t
Funding S
 74525A 
    Federal Highwa
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 20.00 % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 

able construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be

y Administration Funds             80.00 % 

estimate of prob
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 
Risk Assessment: There is a greater risk of accidents and injuries by not implementing 

s. safety treatment
Cost Reduction: Reduced motorists operating costs with increased safety, efficiency, 
and capacity. Reduced maintenance costs of MDOT’s safety assets. 
New Project I
Zip Code: 
 

49341 
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123. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402079                      $  571,711.67    $  456,538.35 
PROJECT  STE 20032-55308  
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5650                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - JUNE 07, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - AUGUST 06, 2004                       -20.15 % 
 
3.810 mi of non-motorized path construction on I-75BL/M-93 
from Old 27 easterly to Hartwick Pines State Park in 
Grayling Township, Crawford County. 
 
  R                         AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 

  7 
& M Excavating Co., Inc.          $  476,208.65          Same       3 

* 

      $  561,263.67          Same       5 

s Case: The Transportation Enhancement Program is included in TEA-21, 
ich sets aside funding for transportation enhancement activities and defines 

Funds             78.00 % 
ing                                  3.15 % 

d on the engineer=s best 

ing sources for these 

  

       BIDDE
 
Rieth-Riley Construction Co., Inc.  $  593,947.33          Same     
M 
C.R. Hunt Construction Co.          $  569,501.00          Same       6 
Rohde Brothers Excavating, Inc. 
H & D, Inc.                         $  456,538.35          Same       1 *
Cordes Excavating, Inc.             $  475,279.36          Same       2 
Manigg Enterprises, Inc.            $  626,194.83          Same       8 
Pyramid Paving & Contracting 
R.E. Hovey Construction, Inc. 
Porath Contractors, Inc.            $  504,459.31          Same       4 
L. J. Construction, Inc.      
 
  8  Bidders 
 
Purpose/Busines
wh
allowable enhancement activities. These funds cannot be used to build or repair roads. 
Benefit: Allows cities, villages, counties, MDNR, and MDOT to use a source of Federal 
funds to improve the transportation infrastructure in Michigan by funding “non-
traditional” transportation projects. 
Funding Source:  
 55308A 

way Administration     Federal High
 of Grayl    City

    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 18.85 % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is base
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 
Risk Assessment: Loss of Federal funds. If funds are not used under the enhancement 
guidelines, they are redistributed to other states for additional enhancement 
activities in those states. 
Cost Reduction: Wide-ranging due to the various enhancement activities allowed in the 
program. Reduces the need to use traditional transportation fund
activities. 

ification: New Construction.New Project Ident
p Code: 49738 Zi
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124. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402080                       $ 173,873.20     $ 150,660.00 
PROJECT  STE 13033-72459, ETC 

ward 

of the 
le Creek, in Coldwater 

wnship, Calhoun and Branch counties. 

LOCAL AGRMT.                                       % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - 10 days after a
COMPLETION DATE - NOVEMBER 01, 2005                     -13.35 % 
 
0.781 mi of landscaping development on I-194/M66, I-94BL 
(Dickman Road) interchange and I-69 southbound, south 
US-12 interchange in the city of Batt
To
 
         BIDDER                          AS-READ          AS-CHECKED 

 

     $  199,525.00          Same       4 

        $  160,120.00          Same       2 
c.     $  157,146.75          Same      n/c 

 ** 
bblestone Pavers, LLC               $  187,599.00          Same       3 

  6  Bidders 

infrastructure in Michigan by funding “non-
spo ation projects. 

ource: 

e field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 

enhancement activities allowed in the 
the need to use traditional transportation funding sources for these 

tivities. 
New Project Identification: New Construction.  
Zip Code: 49036 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Marine City Nursery Company           $  225,050.00          Same       5
Stein Construction Co., Inc. 
Tri-Valley Landscaping, Inc.     
Diane Dukes, Inc. 
Anderson-Fischer & Associates, Inc. 
Landmark Services, Inc. 
Deitering Landscaping, Inc.   
Chapman's Nursery-Landscape, In
Endless Lawn Service & Nursery 
County Line Nurseries & Landscaping   $  150,652.00    $  150,660.00    1
Co
 

 
Purpose/Business Case: The Transportation Enhancement Program is included in TEA-21, 

ets aside funding for transportation enhancement activities and defines which s
allowable enhancement activities. These funds cannot be used to build or repair roads. 
Benefit: Allows cities, villages, counties, MDNR, and MDOT to use a source of Federal 

e t e transportation funds to improv h
traditional” tran rt
Funding S
 72459A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             81.85 % 
    State Restrict
 74067A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             81.85 % 

ted Trunkline Funds                 18.15 % 

ed Trunkline Funds                 18.15 % 

    State Restric
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 

s built in thactual quantitie
Risk Assessment: Loss of Federal funds. If funds are not used under the enhancement 
guidelines, they are redistributed to other states for additional enhancement 
activities in those states. 
Cost Reduction: Wide-ranging due to the various 
pr
ac
ogram. Reduces 
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LOCAL PROJECTS 
 

125. 

T. 

 % 

ent and bridge 

LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
    $ 12,570,978.90  $  8,885,726.11 PROPOSAL 0402008                 

PROJECT  HPP 41401-76967 
CAL AGRMT.  03-5538                              % OVER/UNDER ESLO

START DATE -  10 days after award 
COMPLETION DATE - JUNE 30, 2005                         -29.32
 

ding 1.81 mi of new road construction, inclu
ncrete curb and gutter, concrete pavemco

construction on 36th Street from Kraft Avenue to Thornapple 
ver Drive in Kent County. Ri

 
equired   12.00 % DBE participation r

 
                      AS-READ           AS-CHECKED   

 

kema nc. 
gel Inc.            $ 11,499,410.06          Same      10 

 $  9,091,429.07          Same       4 
ction, Inc. 

e Construction Company      $ 10,742,069.19          Same       7 

     Same       5 

     Same       9 

l/local project with MDOT conducting administrative 
oversight only. 
 
 
By association with the above construction contract we are also asking for 
approval of the above-referenced cost participation agreement. 
 

       BIDDER   
 
C.A. Hull Co., Inc. 
Kamminga & Roodvoets, Inc.          $  8,895,271.52          Same       2 
L. W. Lamb, Inc. 

     $  8,885,726.11          Same       1 **Maclean Construction Company   
J. Slagter & Son Construction Co. 
Velting Contractors, Inc.           $ 10,802,660.46          Same       8 
Milbocker and Sons, Inc. 
Dy  Excavators, I

Construction, Na
Midwest Bridge Company 
Tony Angelo Cement Construction Co. 
Ajax Paving Industries, Inc.        $  9,081,441.11          Same       3 
John Carlo, Inc. 
Florence Cement Company 

n & Sons, Inc.      D. J. McQuestio
Hardman Constru
Nashvill
Walter Toebe Construction Co. 

Kenzie Company              $  9,737,618.15     E.T. Mac
Diversco Construction Company 
Schippers Excavating, Inc.          $ 11,333,857.73     
Davis Construction, Inc. 
Interstate Highway Construction 

ion Anlaan Corporat
Prince Bridge & Marine, LTD 
Six-S, Inc.                         $  9,943,920.67          Same       6 
Kentwood Excavating, Inc.           $ 13,989,731.18          Same      11 
 
 11  Bidders 
 

s a federaThis project i
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Source of Funds: 
 76967A 
    Kent County                                      20.00 % 

126. 
   $  926,187.00    $  756,181.87 

CAL AGRMT. 03-5630                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 

-18.36 % 

t, related approach work on 
iversity Street at Paint Creek, in the city of Rochester, 

    Federal Highway Administration Funds             80.00 % 
Zip Code: 49546 
 
LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402009                   
PROJECT  BRO 63002-56612 
LO
START DATE - 10 days after award 
COMPLETION DATE - AUGUST 01, 2004                       
 
Bridge removal and replacemen
Un
Oakland County. 
 
   5.00 % DBE participation required 
 
                       AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 

            $   972,407.34          Same       7 

             $   853,055.19          Same       3 
$   756,181.87          Same       1 ** 

, Inc.             $   848,424.80          Same       2 
 Co.        $   866,902.60          Same       4 

         $ 1,516,780.15          Same      10 

struction contract we are also asking for 
e-referenced cost participation agreement. 

eral 
ical 

idge selection process set under Public Act 51 of 1951. 
arding this project, the transportation system is further preserved 
ased economic value and quality of life for the traveling public. 

y Administration Funds             78.62 % 
  City of Rochester                                 6.64 % 
  State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 14.74 % 

est 
ill be based on 

tual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 

       BIDDER      
 
C.A. Hull Co., Inc. 
E. C. Korneffel Co.                  $   898,949.80          Same       5 
J. Slagter & Son Construction Co. 
S. L. &  H. Contractors, Inc. 
Midwest Bridge Company 
V.I.L. Construction, Inc.
Peter A. Basile Sons, Inc. 
John Carlo, Inc.        
Angelo Iafrate Construction Company  
Dan's Excavating, Inc.               $   987,814.20          Same       8 
Posen Construction
Walter Toebe Construction
Waterfront Construction, Inc. 
Pamar Enterprises, Inc.     
Anlaan Corporation                   $   922,925.84          Same       6 
Prince Bridge & Marine, LTD 
Six-S, Inc.                          $ 1,008,027.23          Same       9 
 
 10  Bidders 
 
By association with the above con
approval of the abov
 
Purpose/Business Case: The project is for the replacement of a bridge off the Fed
aid system under local jurisdiction. This project was selected through the crit
br
Benefit: By aw
oviding increpr

Funding Source:  
 56612A 
  Federal Highwa  

  
  
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer’s b
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost w
ac
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Risk Assessment: State Critical Bridge Funds are required to be allocated for local 
rojects within Michigan. If the project is not awarded, the funds would be 

e project. If the project 
 deteriorate further and 

ular traffic to the point of restricting emergency services. 
st Reduction: This is a construction contract. The low bidder is awarded the 

 of Federal 

127.  
.25 

ER EST. 

 65 working days                     -21.98 % 

ete bridge, 

er Swan Creek Drain in Matteson 

bridge p
required by law to be applied to another local critical bridg
is not awarded, there is a possibility that the bridge will
will impact vehic
Co
project. Any negotiation prior to award of the contract is in violation
regulation and MDOT specifications. 

Bridge replacement. New Project Identification: 
Zip Code: 48308 
 
LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID
OPOSAL 0402010                       $  456,019.25     $ 355,774PR

PROJECT  EDDF 12555-74018 
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5619                               % OVER/UND

IL 05, 2004 START DATE - APR
MPLETION DATE -CO

 
moval of a two span reinforced concrRe

construction of a single span prestressed, post-tensioned 
ncrete box beam bridge and related approach work on co

Matteson Lake Road ov
Township, Branch County. 
 

            AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 

 

ction, Inc. 
ntracting, Inc.        $  413,390.88          Same       7 

       BIDDER               
 
C.A. Hull Co., Inc. 

on Co. J. Slagter & Son Constructi
S. L. &  H. Contractors, Inc.        $  355,774.25          Same       1 **
Milbocker and Sons, Inc.             $  368,320.79          Same       2 
Hardman Construction, Inc. 
Walter Toebe Construction Co. 
E.T. MacKenzie Company               $  371,975.70          Same       3 

       $  413,273.48          Same       6 Davis Construction, Inc.      
Anlaan Corporation                   $  436,325.62          Same       9 
Prince Bridge & Marine, LTD          $  393,117.47          Same       5 

         $  454,328.50          Same      10 Quantum Construction Company
Northern Indiana Construction Co.    $  424,027.00          Same       8 
ystek  Contracting Inc.            $  392,604.25          Same       4 He

Primco Constru
E. Kloote CoJ.

 
 
0  Bidders  

 
above-referenced cost participation agreement. 

1
 
This project is a federal/local project with MDOT conducting administrative 
oversight only. 
 
By association with the above construction contract we are also asking for
approval of the 
 
Funding Source:  
 74018A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             77.22 % 
    Branch County                                    22.78 % 
Zip Code: 49028 
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128. 

g, subgrade 
ot mix asphalt base crushing and shaping, 

gregate base, hot mix asphalt surfacing, concrete curb and 

) from US-2 to Maple Street in 

LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402011                       $ 444,559.35     $ 390,453.79 
PROJECT  EDDF 75555-58435 
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5582                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - 10 days after award 
COMPLETION DATE - JULY 01, 2004                         -12.17 % 
 

bilitation including trenchin2.13 mi of reha
dercutting, hun

ag
gutter, aggregate shoulders, drainage improvements, 
intersection improvements, pavement markings and restoration 
on Tannery Road (Elm Street
Manistique Township and the city of Manistique, Schoolcraft 
County. 
 
         BIDDER                           AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 

  Same       1 ** 

       Same       2 
 

rdman Construction, Inc. 

t is for the reconstruction of a Federal Aid route 
n the 
nning 

erved 

 Funds                 20.00 % 
 best 

timate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
tual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 

: If this project is not awarded, the Federal funds must be returned to 
ernment for use in another Federal aid project. 

 and MDOT specifications. 
w Project Identification: Reconstruction. 

 
Bacco Construction Company          $    390,453.79        
A. Lindberg & Sons, Inc. 
Payne & Dolan, Inc.                 $    421,550.09   
M & M Excavating Co., Inc.
Ha
C. Oberstar Excavating, Inc. 
 
  2  Bidders 
 
By association with the above construction contract we are also asking for 
approval of the above-referenced cost participation agreement. 
 
Purpose/Business Case: The projec
under local jurisdiction. This project was selected through a process outlined i
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century by the local agency regional pla
authority, which was approved by MDOT and the Federal Highway Administration. 
Benefit: By awarding this project, the Federal aid highway system is further pres
providing increased economic value and quality of life for the traveling public. 
Funding Source:  
 58435A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             80.00 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer’s
es
ac
Risk Assessment
e Federal govth

Cost Reduction: This is a construction contract. The low bidder is awarded the 
project. Any negotiations made prior to award of the contract are in violation of 
deral regulationFe

Ne
Zip Code: 49854 
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129. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402012                      $  427,636.30    $  348,711.83 
PROJECT  BRO 34006-53418 
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5624                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - MAY 01, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - AUGUST 08, 2004                       -18.46 % 
 
Remove existing structure, construction of a prestressed 
concrete box beam bridge and related approach work on B02 of 
34-06-21, Prairie Creek Road over Prairie Creek, in Ionia 
Township, Ionia County. 
 
  S-CHECKED 

 Co., Inc. 
 Slagter & Son Construction Co. 

  2 

y, Inc.   $    428,402.85          Same       9 

        $    396,950.91          Same       6 
        $    348,711.83          Same       1 ** 
      $    437,750.74          Same      10 

rdes Excavating, Inc. 
tion                  $    394,446.32          Same       5 

ince Bridge & Marine, LTD         $    377,027.82          Same       3 

E. Kloote Contracting, Inc.       $    402,415.07          Same       7 

deral 
local jurisdiction. This project was selected through the critical 

em is further preserved 

 prices bid by the contractor. 
s are required to be allocated for local 

within Michigan. If the project is not awarded, the funds would be 
quired by law to be applied to another local critical bridge project. If the project 

is not awarded, there is a possibility that the bridge will deteriorate further and 
will impact vehicular traffic to the point of restricting emergency services. 
Cost Reduction: This is a construction contract. The low bidder is awarded the 
project. Any negotiation prior to award of the contract is in violation of Federal 
regulation and MDOT specifications. 
New Project Identification: Bridge replacement. 
Zip Code: 48846 
 

       BIDDER                           AS-READ         A
 
C.A. Hull
J.
S. L. &  H. Contractors, Inc.       $    361,263.60          Same     
Milbocker and Sons, Inc.            $    384,148.85          Same       4 
Hardman Construction, Inc. 
Gerace Construction Compan
Walter Toebe Construction Co. 
E.T. MacKenzie Company      
Miller Development, Inc     
Davis Construction, Inc.      
Co
Anlaan Corpora
Pr
Quantum Construction Company        $    428,136.40          Same       8 
Youngstrom Contracting 
J.
 
10 Bidders 
By association with the above construction contract we are also asking for 
approval of the above-referenced cost participation agreement. 
 

Case: The project is for the replacement of a bridge off the FePurpose/Business 
em under aid syst

bridge selection process set under Public Act 51 of 1951. 
Benefit: By awarding this project, the transportation syst
providing increased economic value and quality of life for the traveling public. 
Funding Source:  
 53418A 
    Ionia County                                      5.00 % 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             80.00 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 15.00 % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer’s best 
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
actual quantities built in the field and unit

 State Critical Bridge FundRisk Assessment:
idge projects br

re
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130. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402013                       $  309,191.60    $  236,457.17 
PROJECT  BRO 03012-56454 
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5572                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - 10 days after award 
COMPLETION DATE - AUGUST 06, 2004                       -23.52 % 
 
Remove existing structure, construction of a prestressed 
concrete box beam bridge and related approach work on, 54th 
Street over Bush Drain in Lee Township, Allegan County. 
 
         BIDDER                         AS-READ          AS-CHECKED 

A. Hull Co., Inc. 

 

      $  280,176.86          Same       6 

any         $  260,051.30          Same       3 

proval of the above-referenced cost participation agreement. 
 

ral 
gh the critical 

ed Trunkline Funds                 15.00 % 
d on the engineer’s best 
l cost will be based on 
e contractor. 

 
C.
L. W. Lamb, Inc. 
J. Slagter & Son Construction Co. 
S. L. &  H. Contractors, Inc.        $  241,772.37          Same       2 
Milbocker and Sons, Inc.             $  236,457.17          Same       1 **
Hardman Construction, Inc. 
Walter Toebe Construction Co. 
E.T. MacKenzie Company         
Davis Construction, Inc.             $  307,474.36          Same       8 
Anlaan Corporation                   $  298,081.63          Same       7 
Prince Bridge & Marine, LTD          $  273,015.25          Same       5 
Quantum Construction Comp
J.E. Kloote Contracting, Inc.        $  266,291.13          Same       4 
 
  8  Bidders 
 
By association with the above construction contract we are also asking for 
ap

Purpose/Business Case: The project is for the replacement of a bridge off the Fede
aid system under local jurisdiction. This project was selected throu
idge selection process set under Public Act 51 of 1951. br

Benefit: By awarding this project, the transportation system is further preserved 
providing increased economic value and quality of life for the traveling public. 
Funding Source:  
 56454A 
    Allegan County                                    5.00 % 

ay Administration Funds             80.00 %     Federal Highw
e Restrict    Stat

Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is base
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s fina
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by th
Risk Assessment: State Critical Bridge Funds are required to be allocated for local 
bridge projects within Michigan. If the project is not awarded, the funds would be 
required by law to be applied to another local critical bridge project. If the project 
is not awarded, there is a possibility that the bridge will deteriorate further and 
will impact vehicular traffic to the point of restricting emergency services. 
Cost Reduction: This is a construction contract. The low bidder is awarded the 
project. Any negotiation prior to award of the contract is in violation of Federal 
regulation and MDOT specifications. 
New Project Identification: Bridge replacement. 
Zip Code: 49450 
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131. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402015                      $ 333,520.00     $  245,500.70 
PROJECT  STL 34000-76650 
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5657                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - JUNE 21, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - JULY 02, 2004                         -26.39 % 
 
4.42 mi of road resurfacing with hot mix asphalt and 
aggregate shoulders county wide at seven (7) locations in 
Berlin, Ionia, Orleans, Portland and Ronald Townships, Ionia 
unty. Co

 
         BIDDER                            AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 

uction Co., Inc.     $  269,985.25          Same       2 
ny  $  245,500.70          Same       1 ** 

 

tive 

 

urce of Funds: 

y                                     20.00 % 

 
Rieth-Riley Constr
Michigan Paving and Materials Compa
Aggregate Industries-Central Region    $  296,705.35          Same       3
 
  3  Bidders 
 
This project is a federal/local project with MDOT conducting administra
oversight only. 
 
By association with the above construction contract we are also asking for
approval of the above-referenced cost participation agreement. 
 
So
 76650A 
  Ionia Count  

    Federal Highway Administration Funds             80.00 % 
Zip Code: 48846 
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132. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402017                      $  713,953.71    $  699,865.46 
PROJECT  EDDF 28555-75126 
LOCAL AGRMT.  03-5658                              % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE -   10 days after award 

 

and slope restoration on State Street from US-131 
 Ingersoll Lake Road and on Boyd Street from State Street 

unty. 

COMPLETION DATE - JUNE 18, 2004                          -1.97 % 
 
2.28 mi of asphalt road resurfacing, including roadway
grading, base crushing and shaping, drainage improvements, 
concrete curb and gutter, hot mix asphalt paving, pavement 
markings 
to
to US-131 in the village of Fife Lake, Grand Traverse 
Co
 
   5.00 % DBE participation required 
 
         BIDDER                         AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 

eth-Riley Construction Co., Inc.  $  899,652.10          Same       3 

's Excavating Septic Service      $  864,689.55      cannot total   n/c 

 
Ri
Elmer's Crane & Dozer, Inc.         $  747,678.60          Same       2 
H & D, Inc. 
CJ
Bernie Johnson Trucking, Inc.       $  699,865.46          Same       1 ** 
 
  4  Bidders 

iation with the above construction contract we are also asking for 
ement. 

Case: The project is for the reconstruction of a Federal Aid route 
der local jurisdiction. This project was selected through a process outlined in the 

Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century by the local agency regional planning 
authority, which was approved by MDOT and the Federal Highway Administration. 
Benefit: By awarding this project, the Federal aid highway system is further preserved 
providing increased economic value and quality of life for the traveling public. 
Funding Source:  
 75126A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             76.00 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 24.00 % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer’s best 
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 
Risk Assessment: If this project is not awarded, the Federal funds must be returned to 
the Federal government for use in another Federal aid project. 
Cost Reduction: This is a construction contract. The low bidder is awarded the 
project. Any negotiations made prior to award of the contract are in violation of 
Federal regulation and MDOT specifications. 
New Project Identification: Reconstruction. 
Zip Code: 49633 
 

 
By assoc
approval of the above-referenced cost participation agre
 
rpose/Business Pu

un
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133. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402018                      $  268,685.24     $  272,051.61 
PROJECT  STH 21609-73609-2 
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5334                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - JUNE 01, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - SEPTEMBER 03, 2004                      1.25 % 
 
0.27 mi of road reconstruction including pavement removal, 

e Township, Delta County. 

earth excavation, subbase, aggregate base, hot mix asphalt 
surfacing, concrete curb and gutter, intersection 
improvements and realignment, storm sewer, pavement 
markings, traffic control, and restoration on County Road 
186 and County Road 515 at US-2/US-41 intersection in 
Masonvill
 
      AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 

    3 
 Lindberg & Sons, Inc.            $    384,095.00          Same       5 

 

rises, Inc.            $    341,553.70          Same       4 

 

ve 

y Administration Funds             77.25 % 

       BIDDER                       
 
Bacco Construction Company          $    299,403.49          Same   
A.
Payne & Dolan, Inc.                 $    282,856.04          Same       2
Hardman Construction, Inc. 
Manigg Enterp
Associated Constructors, LLC 
C. Oberstar Excavating, Inc.        $    272,051.61          Same       1 **
 
  5  Bidders 
 
This project is a federal/local project with MDOT conducting administrati
oversight only. 
 
By association with the above construction contract we are also asking for 
approval of the above-referenced cost participation agreement. 
 
Source of Funds: 
 73609A 

                                    22.75 %     Delta County 
ral Highwa    Fede

Zip Code: 49878 
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134. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402019                      $  404,033.00    $  362,351.00 
PROJECT  STUL 73404-59531 
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5635                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - JUNE 14, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - AUGUST 07, 2004                       -10.32 % 
 
0.43 mi of road reconstruction, including pavement 
removal, hot mix asphalt resurfacing, select curb 
and gutter replacement and pavement markings on Fifth Street 

ginaw, Saginaw from Janes Road to Fitzhugh Street, in the city of Sa
County. 
 
      AS-READ          AS-CHECKED 

 J. Rehmus & Son, Inc.             $  362,351.00          Same       1 ** 

         $  389,229.65          Same       3 

.      $  395,341.51          Same       5 

ung's Environmental Cleanup, Inc. 
tion, Inc. 

o-Line Asphalt Paving Corp. 

 Inc. 

is project is a federal/local project with MDOT conducting administrative 

re also asking for 
ement. 

urce of Funds: 
 59531A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             81.85 % 
    City of Saginaw                                  18.15 % 
Zip Code: 48607 
 

       BIDDER                     
 
Saginaw Asphalt Paving Company 
A.
Lee Wood Contracting, Inc.           $  403,279.98          Same       6 
Fisher Contracting Company           $  404,591.35          Same       7 
Lois Kay Contracting Co.             $  376,997.20          Same       2 
Bourdow Trucking Company    
Champagne and Marx Excavating, Inc.  $  392,535.84          Same       4 
Rohde Brothers Excavating, Inc
Wooten Contracting Co. 
Yo
L. J. Construc
Pr
CRS/Shaw Contracting Co. 
3-S Construction,
 
  7  Bidders 
 
Th
oversight only. 
 
By association with the above construction contract we a

 above-referenced cost participation agreapproval of the
 
So
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135. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402020                      $  455,496.10     $ 374,643.08 
PROJECT  STL 42013-77759, ETC 

ward 

facing, 
arkings 

 hot mix asphalt surfacing, aggregate shoulders, 
ardrail, traffic control and pavement markings on Gay-Lake 

e Keweenaw/Houghton County line in Allouez and Sherman 

** 

ction contract we are also asking for 
renced cost participation agreement. 

roject is for the reconstruction of a Federal Aid route 
This project was selected through a process outlined in the 
for the 21st Century by the local agency regional planning 

h was approved by MDOT and the Federal Highway Administration. 
rding this project, the Federal aid highway system is further preserved 

  Keweenaw County                                  20.00 % 

  Keweenaw County                                  20.00 % 
y Administration Funds             71.00 % 
ed Trunkline Funds                  9.00 % 

d on the engineer’s best 
l cost will be based on 
e contractor. 

If this project is not awarded, the Federal funds must be returned to 
e Federal government for use in another Federal aid project. 

Cost Reduction: This is a construction contract. The low bidder is awarded the 
project. Any negotiations made prior to award of the contract are in violation of 
Federal regulation and MDOT specifications. 
New Project Identification: Reconstruction. 
Zip Code: 49950 & 49945 
 

LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5652                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - 10 days after a
COMPLETION DATE - AUGUST 31, 2004                       -17.75 % 
 
1.78 mi of resurfacing including hot mix asphalt sur
aggregate shoulders, traffic control and pavement m
on Five Mile Point Road from 4.51 mi north of Ahmeek village 
limits to 6.29 mi north; along with 2.66 mi of resurfacing 
including
gu
Linden Road from 3.75 mi southwest of Gay village limits to 
th
Townships, Keweenaw County. 
 
         BIDDER                           AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 
 
Bacco Construction Company            $  393,771.44          Same       2 
Payne & Dolan, Inc.                   $  374,643.08          Same       1 
 
  2  Bidders 
 
By association with the above constru
approval of the above-refe
 
Purpose/Business Case: The p
under local jurisdiction. 
ansportation Equity Act Tr

authority, whic
nefit: By awaBe

providing increased economic value and quality of life for the traveling public. 
Funding Source:  
7759A  7

  
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             80.00 % 
 77761A 
  
    Federal Highwa

e Restrict    Stat
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is base
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s fina

s built in the field and unit prices bid by thactual quantitie
sk Assessment: Ri

th
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136. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402021                       $  341,260.00    $  302,625.20 
PROJECT  STUL 73404-59532 
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5621                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - AUGUST 02, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - SEPTEMBER 18, 2004                    -11.32 % 
 
0.30 mi of road reconstruction, including pavement 
removal, hot mix asphalt paving, drainage structures 
and pavement markings on Salt Street from Florence Street 
to Fraser Street, in the city of Saginaw, Saginaw County. 
 
  CKED 

        $  302,625.20          Same       1 ** 
e Wood Contracting, Inc.           $  337,097.89          Same       4 

 5 
is Kay Contracting Co.             $  304,340.60          Same       2 

hde Brothers Excavating, Inc.      $  370,329.80          Same       7 
ting Co.               $  344,145.50          Same       6 

ung's Environmental Cleanup, Inc. 

S/Shaw Contracting Co. 

re also asking for 
ement. 

       BIDDER                         AS-READ         AS-CHE
 
Saginaw Asphalt Paving Company 
A. J. Rehmus & Son, Inc.     
Le
Fisher Contracting Company           $  338,831.86          Same      
Lo
Bourdow Trucking Company             $  329,269.16          Same       3 
Champagne and Marx Excavating, Inc.  $  371,502.18          Same       8 
Ro
Wooten Contrac
Yo
L. J. Construction, Inc. 
Pro-Line Asphalt Paving Corp. 
CR
3-S Construction, Inc. 
 
  8  Bidders 
 
This project is a federal/local project with MDOT conducting administrative 
oversight only. 
 
By association with the above construction contract we a
approval of the above-referenced cost participation agre
 
Source of Funds: 
 59532A 
    Federal Highwa
    City of Saginaw                                  18.15 % 
Zip Code: 48602 

y Administration Funds             81.85 % 
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137. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402022                      $  432,654.45    $  367,972.00 
PROJECT  STUL 61407-56382 
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5614                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - 10 days after award 

ction, 
s 
 

 the city of Roosevelt Park, Muskegon County. 

COMPLETION DATE - JULY 31, 2004                         -14.95 % 
 
0.33 mi of road reconstruction, including hot 
mix asphalt widening, concrete curb and gutter constru
watermain and storm sewer construction and pavement marking
on Summit Avenue from Roosevelt Road to Glenside Boulevard,
in
 
         BIDDER                         AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 

$  395,975.00          Same       4 
any        $  705,809.40          Same      14 

      $  399,505.82          Same       5 
           $  422,039.69          Same       8 

             $  367,972.00          Same       1 ** 
rth River Excavating, Inc.         $  429,065.50          Same      11 

nc.                    $  389,945.95          Same       2 
n Hoe Excavating, Inc. 

ve 

ith the above construction contract we are also asking for 
ement. 

  Federal Highway Administration Funds             56.16 % 
    City of Roosevelt Park                           43.84 % 
Zip Code: 49441 
 

 
Kamminga & Roodvoets, Inc.           $  394,221.36          Same       3 
Milbocker and Sons, Inc.             $  476,483.91          Same      12 
Nagel Construction, Inc.             $  411,516.11          Same       7 
Wadel Stabilization, Inc.            $  409,764.36          Same       6 
Hardman Construction, Inc. 
Nashville Construction Company       $  557,924.06          Same      13 
C & D Hughes, Inc.                   $  427,620.50          Same      10 
Geocon, Inc.                         $  425,319.60          Same       9 
Brenner Excavating, Inc.             
Diversco Construction Comp
Schippers Excavating, Inc.     
Hallack Contracting       
McCormick Sand,Inc.     
No
Grant Tower, I
Da
 
 14  Bidders 
 
This project is a federal/local project with MDOT conducting administrati
oversight only. 
 
By association w
approval of the above-referenced cost participation agre
 

 Source of Funds:
6382A  5
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138. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402023                      $  322,270.00    $  294,790.12 
PROJECT  STL 50458-56160 
LOCAL AGRMT.  03-5644                              % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - MAY 01, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - JUNE 01, 2004                          -8.53 % 
 
3.9 mi of road resurfacing with hot mix asphalt and 

 

c.      $  383,423.25          Same       5 

tive 

 

urce of Funds: 

ty                                    20.00 % 

aggregate shoulders on 26 Mile Road from North Avenue to 
Place Road in Lenox/Chesterfield Townships and 
from Romeo Plank Road to Broughton Road in 
Ray/Macomb Townships, Macomb County. 
 
         BIDDER                         AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 
 
Ajax Paving Industries, Inc.        $  328,366.75          Same       2 
John Carlo, Inc.                    $  294,790.12          Same       1 **
Ace Asphalt & Paving                $  339,296.50      $ 338,296.50   3 
Dan's Excavating, Inc. 
Barrett Paving Materials, In
Cadillac Asphalt, LLC.              $  376,603.42          Same       4 
Pro-Line Asphalt Paving Corp. 
 
  5  Bidders 
 
This project is a federal/local project with MDOT conducting administra
oversight only. 
 
By association with the above construction contract we are also asking for
approval of the above-referenced cost participation agreement. 
 
So
 56160A 
  Macomb Coun  

    Federal Highway Administration Funds             80.00 % 
Zip Code: 48051 
 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
2/20/04          Page 110 of 150 



139. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402024                      $  523,468.25    $  425,038.50 
PROJECT  STU 41401-74851 
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5638                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - 10 days after award 

g 

eet to north city 
lle, Kent 

 
rials Company $  431,763.30          Same       2 

 ** 

is a federal/local project with MDOT conducting administrative 
ersight only. 

th the above construction contract we are also asking for 
proval of the above-referenced cost participation agreement. 

4851A 
y Administration Funds             81.85 % 

of Grandville                               18.15 % 

COMPLETION DATE - JUNE 30, 2004                         -18.80 % 
 
0.96 mi of roadway resurfacing, including cold millin
hot mix asphalt pavement, hot mix asphalt paving and 
pavement markings on Kenowa Avenue from 44th Str
limits of Grandville, in the city of Grandvi
County. 
 
   5.00 % DBE participation required 
 
         BIDDER                          AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 
 
Rieth-Riley Construction Co., Inc.    $  446,403.81          Same       3
Michigan Paving and Mate
Aggregate Industries-Central Region   $  425,038.50          Same       1
 
  3  Bidders 
 
This project 
ov
 
By association wi
ap
 
Source of Funds: 
 7
    Federal Highwa
    City 
Zip Code: 49418 
 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
2/20/04          Page 111 of 150 



140. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402025                     $  1,610,464.66   $  1,548,268.87 

 

oad/Red Oak Road) from Palmer Road to County 
ad F-32 along with B01 over the Au Sable River, in the 

Creek Townships, 
coda County. 

PROJECT  EDDF 68555-35629 
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5651                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - 10 days after award 
COMPLETION DATE - SEPTEMBER 02, 2004                     -3.86 % 
 
8.45 mi of rehabilitation including hot mix asphalt base
crushing and shaping, aggregate base, hot mix asphalt 
surfacing, aggregate shoulders, intersection improvements, 
and widening of structure B01 on County Road 489 
(Deeter R
Ro
village of Luzerne, Greenwood and Big 
Os
 
   5.00 % DBE participation required 

len Asphalt Paving, Inc.           $  1,548,268.87          Same       1 ** 
nstruction Co., Inc.   $  1,710,393.04          Same       4 

yne & Dolan, Inc.                  $  1,646,483.83          Same       3 

Contracting         $  1,869,402.18          Same       5 
rnie Johnson Trucking, Inc. 

ith the above construction contract we are also asking for 
 of the above-referenced cost participation agreement. 

 of a Federal Aid route 
diction. This project was selected through a process outlined in the 

ansportation Equity Act for the 21st Century by the local agency regional planning 
authority, which was approved by MDOT and the Federal Highway Administration. 
Benefit: By awarding this project, the Federal aid highway system is further preserved 
providing increased economic value and quality of life for the traveling public. 
Funding Source:  
 35629A 
    Oscoda County                                     1.26 % 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             78.99 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 19.75 % 
Commitment Level: The contract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer’s best 
estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 
actual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 
Risk Assessment: If this project is not awarded, the Federal funds must be returned to 
the Federal government for use in another Federal aid project. 
Cost Reduction: This is a construction contract. The low bidder is awarded the 
project. Any negotiations made prior to award of the contract are in violation of 
Federal regulation and MDOT specifications. 
New Project Identification: Reconstruction. 
Zip Code: 48636 
 

 
         BIDDER                          AS-READ          AS-CHECKED 
 
Bo
Rieth-Riley Co
Pa
H & D, Inc.                          $  1,597,586.48          Same       2 
Pyramid Paving & 
Be
 
  5  Bidders 
 
By association w
approval
 
Purpose/Business
der local juris

 Case: The project is for the reconstruction
un
Tr
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141. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402033                      $  2,632,414.44   $ 1,972,832.83 
PROJECT  STUL 13400-56368 
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5633                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - 10 days after award 
COMPLETION DATE - OCTOBER 01, 2004                      -25.06 % 
 
1.45 mi of road reconstruction, including grading, 
drainage structures, concrete curb and gutter, hot 
mix asphalt paving, sidewalk construction, pedestrian path 
construction and pavement markings on Helmer Road from 

eek, Beckley Road to Gethings Road, in the city of Battle Cr
Calhoun County. 
 
  rticipation required 10.00 % DBE pa
 
      AS-READ         AS-CHECKED 

   2 
mminga & Roodvoets, Inc.           $  2,296,059.95          Same       3 

* 

      $  2,544,050.82          Same       4 
lter Toebe Construction Co. 

 Company 
enner Excavating, Inc. 

me       6 
bert Bailey Contractors, Inc. 

ith the above construction contract we are also asking for 
ement. 

       BIDDER                       
 
Hoffman Bros., Inc.                  $  1,994,924.60          Same    
Ka
Rieth-Riley Construction Co., Inc. 
Peters Construction Co.              $  1,972,832.83          Same       1 *
Michigan Paving and Materials Company 
Mead Bros. Excavating, Inc.          $  2,864,179.16          Same       7 
Kalin Construction Co., Inc.         $  2,591,226.89          Same       5 
Nashville Construction Company 
Wa
E.T. MacKenzie
Br
Anlaan Corporation 
Balkema Excavating, Inc.             $  2,675,248.50          Sa
Ro
 
  7  Bidders 
 
This project is a federal/local project with MDOT conducting administrative 
oversight only. 
 

iation wBy assoc
approval of the above-referenced cost participation agre
 
Source of Funds: 
 56368A 
    City of Battle Creek                             24.93 % 

y Administration Funds             75.07 %     Federal Highwa
Zip Code: 49015 
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142. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402034                      $  2,778,530.26  $  2,240,800.04 
PROJECT  STU 82457-77070 
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5632                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - 10 days after award 
COMPLETION DATE - MAY 02, 2005                          -19.35 % 
 
1.04 mi of road reconstruction, including removing 
pavement, concrete pavement with integral curb 
construction, watermain construction, drainage, traffic 
signal installation and pavement markings on Newburgh Road 

yne 

* 

 2,258,927.55          Same       2 

federal/local project with MDOT conducting administrative 

 association with the above construction contract we are also asking for 
e above-referenced cost participation agreement. 

y Administration Funds             58.23 % 

from Glenwood Road to Palmer Road in the city of Westland, Wa
County. 
 
  12.00 % DBE participation required 
 
         BIDDER                          AS-READ          AS-CHECKED 
 
Tony Angelo Cement Construction Co.  $  2,449,264.83          Same       4 
Peter A. Basile Sons, Inc.           $  2,240,800.04          Same       1 *
Ajax Paving Industries, Inc.         $  2,826,122.26          Same       8 
John Carlo, Inc.                     $  2,599,421.97          Same       7 
Florence Cement Company              $ 
Angelo Iafrate Construction Company  $  2,504,500.00          Same       5 
Dan's Excavating, Inc.               $  2,581,754.52          Same       6 
Six-S, Inc.                          $  2,313,403.12          Same       3 
 
  8  Bidders 
 
This project is a 
oversight only. 
 
By
approval of th
 
Source of Funds: 
 77070A 
  Federal Highwa  

    City of Westland                                 41.77 % 
Zip Code: 48185 
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143. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402041                      $  1,097,499.00   $  959,719.00 
PROJECT  EDFF 73566-74325 
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5634                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - MAY 03, 2004 
COMPLETION DATE - JULY 17, 2004                         -12.55 % 
 
0.50 mi of road reconstruction, including 
concrete curb and gutter, hot mix asphalt paving and 
pavement markings at the intersection of Center, Fraser, 
and Vermont streets from King Street to Schenk Bridge 
in the city of Saginaw, Saginaw County. 
 
   7.00 % DBE participation required 
 
         BIDDER                          AS-READ          AS-CHECKED 

ginaw Asphalt Paving Company 

 

S/Shaw Contracting Co. 
on, Inc. 

is project is a federal/local project with MDOT conducting administrative 

 association with the above construction contract we are also asking for 
above-referenced cost participation agreement. 

ay Administration Funds             80.00 % 
  City of Saginaw                                  20.00 % 

Zip Code: 48604 
 

 
Sa
A. J. Rehmus & Son, Inc.             $ 1,254,919.00          Same       6 
Lee Wood Contracting, Inc.           $ 1,073,813.12          Same       5 
Fisher Contracting Company           $   984,204.51          Same       2 
Lois Kay Contracting Co.             $ 1,027,243.30          Same       3 
Bourdow Trucking Company             $   959,719.00          Same       1 **
Rohde Brothers Excavating, Inc.      $ 1,038,360.87          Same       4 
Pyramid Paving & Contracting 
L. J. Construction, Inc. 
CR
3-S Constructi
 
  6  Bidders 
 
Th
oversight only. 
 
By
approval of the 
 
Source of Funds: 
 74325A 
  Federal Highw  
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144. LETTING OF FEBRUARY 06, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW BID 
PROPOSAL 0402045                      $ 1,201,011.25    $  980,287.26 
PROJECT  STU 33403-60115, ETC 

award 

, including hot 
ge 

t 
tion 

ate Road in Ingham 
d Clinton Counties. 

LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5609                               % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE - 10 days after 
COMPLETION DATE - AUGUST 02, 2004                       -18.38 % 
 
1.44 mi of road rehabilitation and widening
mix asphalt base crushing and shaping, grading, draina
improvements, sanitary sewer, concrete curb and gutter, ho
mix asphalt paving, pavement markings and slope restora
on Wood Road from Lake Lansing Road to St
an
 
   7.00 % DBE participation required 
 
         BIDDER                          AS-READ          AS-CHECKED 

* 

c.         $  1,029,534.26         Same       3 
pany       $  1,044,777.27         Same       4 

             $  1,018,324.27         Same       2 
T. MacKenzie Company 

rs Construction        $  1,089,405.61         Same       6 
n Bretz Excavating, Inc.           $  1,198,524.02         Same       8 

 Inc. 
dd T. Kneisel Construction Co. 

 a federal/local project with MDOT conducting administrative 

re also asking for 
 above-referenced cost participation agreement. 

Source of Funds: 
 60115A 
    Ingham County                                    41.31 % 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             58.69 % 
 60133A 
    Clinton County                                   18.15 % 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             81.85 % 
Zip Code: 48906, 48912 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Kamminga & Roodvoets, Inc.           $  1,048,551.16         Same       5 
Rieth-Riley Construction Co., Inc.   $  1,210,229.61         Same      10 
Milbocker and Sons, Inc.             $    980,287.26         Same       1 *
Michigan Paving and Materials Company 
Mead Bros. Excavating, Inc.          $  1,203,099.51         Same       9 
Lois Kay Contracting Co. 
Bailey Excavating, Inc. 
L & L Construction Co., In
Nashville Construction Com
C & D Hughes, Inc.      
E.
Cadwell Brothe
Ro
Aggregate Industries-Central Region  $  1,176,821.02         Same       7 
3-S Construction,
To
 
 10  Bidders 
 
This project is
oversight only. 
 

with the above construction contract we aBy association 
proval of theap
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EXTRAS 
 

145. Extra 2004 - 03  
 

t 

xtra is over the $48,000 

 
 limit for reviewing 

extras. 
 

ainting Enterprises, Inc. 

Riverview MI 48192 
 

 

 
r the 
nton 

e): 0.00  + 0.00% 
te): 0.00  + 0.00% 

HIS REQUEST 54,000.00

Control Section/Job Number: 82102-74588A MDOT Projec
 
State Administrative Board -  This project is under $800,000 and the e

Ad Board limit for reviewing 
 extras. 
 
State Transportation Commission - This project is over the 10% Commission

Contractor: G & M P
13915 Village Lane 

Designed By: MDOT 
4 Engineer’s Estimate: $792,007.0

 
Description of Project: 

Partial cleaning and coating of bridges at various locations on US-24, M-153, M-14, and I-275 ove
CSX and C&O Railroads in the cities of Westland and Romulus in Frenchtown, Plymouth, and Ca
Townships, Monroe and Wayne Counties. 
 
Administrative Board Approval Date: August 5, 2003 
Contract Date: August 21, 2003 

$432,276.00 Original Contract Amount: 
Total of Overruns/Changes (Approved to Dat

otal of Extras/Adjustments (Approved to DaT
T   + 12.49% 

 
 Revised Total $486,276.00  + 12.49% 
 

 
is contract + 0.00% 

r an Authorized to Date Amount of $432,276.00. 
 

% ($54,000.00) over the 

 

 
Contract Modification Number(s):  1 r.2 

SUMMARY: 

he total of all Extras and Overruns approved to date, before this request, places thT
over the original budget fo

Approval of this extra will place the authorized status of the contract +12.49
Original Budget. 

Extras Previously Approved by State Administrative Board:  None 
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This contract modification requests paymen owing Extra(s)/Adjustment(s) to the contract: 
 

eaning, All, Type 4 1.000 LS @ $40,500.00/LS $40,500.00 
Steel Structure, Coating, All, Type 4 1.000 LS @ $13,500.00/LS 13,500.00

t for the foll

Steel Structure, Cl
 

Total $54,000.00 
 

tment(s): 
 

 condition of the 
tructure.  Once work began it was determined by the engineer that the entire structure should be 

s a 
lesser per square foot cost than the original bid item. 

.04 – EXTRA WORK – pecifications for Highway 
Construction was interpreted to authoriz  work. 

 
This Extra was recommended for appro ortation Commission at its February 26, 

, and is now recommend oval by the State Administrative Board on March 2, 

 This extra makes payment provision for painting additional portions of the structure that 
al contract. 

Benefit:  Coating the entire structure at this time will prevent further deterioration of the structure.  It will also 

ed for bids, with the lowest bidder being awarded the contract.  The 
ids are based on estimated quantities for various items of work to construct the project. 

structure at this nt prevents the continued deterioration 

sessment justifies the costs ass enefit to the public by including the 

t already under t. 

 

Reason(s) for Extra(s)/Adjus

During scoping of this type of project it is not always possible to accurately estimate the
existing s
painted at the present time.  The price of the additional work was negotiated with the contractor and i

 
Section 103  of the 2003 Interim Standard S

e payment for this extra

val by the State Transp
2004, meeting ed for appr
2004. 

 
Purpose/Business Case: 
were not part of the origin

prevent MDOT from having to return to the structure to paint the end spans. 
Funding Source:  State Restricted Trunkline, 100% 
Commitment Level:  The project was advertis
b
Risk Assessment:  By painting the entire time, the departme
of the structure. 
Cost Reduction:  Economic as ociated with this b
items in this Extra. 
New Project Identification:  This is an existing projec contrac
Zip Code: 48162 

146. Extra 2004 - 04   
 

Control Section
 

/Job Number: 82121-47069A MDOT Project 

 
Ajax Paving Industries, Inc. 

Madison Heights MI 48071 
 

Designed By: MDOT 
Engineer’s Estimate: $5,789,356.96 

  

State Administrative Board -  These extras are in total over the $100,000 Ad Board 
limit for reviewing extras. 

  
 State Transportation Commission - Does not meet criteria. 

Contractor: 
P.O. Box 71307 
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Description of Project: 
 

ridge rep d B02 westbound) on 
M-5 fro a in 
Redford Township, Wayne County. 

Administrative Board Approval Date: August 5, 2003 

51,425.11 + 0.83% 
THIS REQUEST 162,225.00

3.1 mi of hot mix asphalt cold milling and resurfacing, detail joint repairs, pavement repairs, curb 
and sidewalk replacements, and two b lacements (B01 eastbound an

m Marene Street to M-102 over the Rouge River in the cities of Detroit and Livoni

   

Contract Date: August 20, 2003 
Original Contract Amount: $6,195,691.81 
Total of Overruns/Changes (Approved to Date): 121,268.93 + 1.96% 
Total of Extras/Adjustments (Approved to Date): 

 + 2.62% 
 
 10.85Revised Total $6,530,6  + 5.41% 

 
tal of all Extras and Overruns approved to date, before this request, places this contract + 

2.79% over the original budget for an Authorized to Date Amount of $6,368,385.85. 
 

e authorized status of the contract + 5.41% ($334,919.04) over 

 
tive Board:  None 

 

 

 
l & Disposal 1.000 Dlr @ $80,325.00/Dlr $80,325.00 

Asbestos Removal & Disposal 1.000 Dlr @ $22,575.00/Dlr 22,575.00 
 & Disposal 1.000 Dlr @ $59,325.00/Dlr 59,325.00

 
SUMMARY: 

The to

Approval of this extra will place th
the Original Budget. 

Extras Previously Approved by State Administra

Contract Modification Number(s):  10 r.4 

This contract modification requests payment for the following Extra(s)/Adjustment(s) to the 
contract: 

Asbestos Remova

Asbestos Removal  
Total $162,225.00 

 
eason(s) for Extra(s)/Adjustment(s): 

 
During the replacement of the bridge str tos containing materials were 

ontained Ameritech utilities.  All extras on 
the sposal of the asbestos materials 

during the three different stages of the demolition and reconstruction of this structure.  The 
osts for these extras are re  average unit prices for 

similar work in this geographical area. sons will be kept in the project files.  
These extras were discussed with the MD  approved. 
 

t for the entire $162,225.0  sought from Ameritech consistent with Bureau 
ional Memorandum

Section 103.4 – EXTRA WORK – of the 2003 Interim Standard Specifications for Highway 
Construction was interpreted to authorize payment for this extra work. 

 

R

ucture B01 of 82121, asbes
found in a conduit running under the bridge which c
this contract modification are for removal and correct di

negotiated c asonable when compared to the
 The cost compari
OT resident engineer and were

Reimbursemen 0 will be
of Highways Informat  1999-16.   

 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
2/20/04          Page 119 of 150 



This Extra is recommended for approval by the State Administrative Board on March 2, 2004. 

e Restricted Trunkline, 15.79%; City of Detroit, 2.36% 
mmitment Level:  The project was advertised for bids, with the lowest bidder being awarded the 

uantities for various item ct the project. 
st be removed. 

assessment justifies the costs assoc efit to the public by 
a. 

 
 
47. Extra 2004 - 05  

 
Purpose/Business Case:  This extra makes payment provision for removing and disposal of asbestos 
material found during the reconstruction of B01 of 82121. 
Benefit:  By law, asbestos must be removed and disposed of when it will be exposed to the environment. 
Funding Source:  FHWA, 81.85%; Stat
Co
contract.  The bids are based on estimated q s of work to constru

t:  By law the asbestos muRisk Assessmen
iatCost Reduction:  Economic ed with this ben

including the items in this Extr
New Project Identification:  This is an existing project already under contract. 
Zip Code:  48219 

1  

Control Section/Job Number: 63103-56618A MDOT Project 
 

State Administrative Board -  These extras are over the 6% Ad Board limit for reviewing 

 
State Transportation Commission - These extras are over the 10% Commission limit for 

 
Contractor: E. C. Korneffel Co. 

renton MI 48183 

 

 
 and hanger, substructur roa        

Madison

December 17, 2002 

 

extras. 
 

reviewing extras. 
 

2691 Veterans Parkway 
T

 
Designed By: MDOT 
Engineer’s Estimate: $2,251,260.33 

 
Description of Project: 

Deck replacement, painting, pin e and abutment repair and app ch work on
I-696 under St. Augustine, Couzens Street and Dequindre Avenue in the cities of Warren and 

 Heights, Macomb and Oakland Counties. 
 
Administrative Board Approval Date: 
Contract Date: February 14, 2003 
Original Contract Amount: $2,199,842.03 
Total of Overruns/Changes (Approved to Date): 185,343.09 + 8.43% 
Total of Extras/Adjustments (Approved to Date): 853,022.50 + 38.78% 

THIS REQUEST 660,830.64 + 30.04% 

Revised Total $3,899,038.26
 
  + 77.25% 
 

 
te, before this request, places this contract + 

 
 77.25% ($1,699,196.23) over 

the Original Budget. 

SUMMARY: 

The total of all Extras and Overruns approved to da
47.21% over the original budget for an Authorized to Date Amount of $3,238,207.62. 

Approval of this extra will place the authorized status of the contract +
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Extras Previously Approved by State Administrative Board:   
 

Item Contract Modification 
Number Numbers Amount SAB Date 

2003-70 4 r.1, 5 r.2, 6, 8 r.5 $763,989.50 12/2/03 
 
Contract Modification Number(s):  7 r.2, 9 r.1, 11, 12, 14 

 
quest payment for the following Extra(s)/Adjustment(s) to the 

CM 7 r.2 
r Structures 9,307.000 Sft @ $4.46/Sft $41,509.22

These contract modifications re
contract: 

 

Curved Fencing fo  
41,509.22Total $

 
 

CM 9 r.1 
 Sheeting, Placed and Removed 16,547.100 Dlr @ $1.00/Dlr $16,547.10 

Total $16,547.10 

Shear Developers 000 LS @ $6,279.000/LS $6,279.00

 
CM 11 

1.  
79.00Total $6,2  

 
CM 12 
Protection of the 8” and 16” Gas Mains 20 Dlr @ $1.00/Dlr $16,495.3216,495.3  

Total $16,495.32 

Force Account Budget Part 2 580,000.000 Dlr @ $1.00/Dlr $580,000.00

 
CM 14 

 
$580,000.00Total  

  
Total $660,830.64 

Reason(s) for Extra(s)/Adjustment(s): 
 

 
ctures over a road alk is wider than three 

ndard plan B-35-B requires fencing that curves back over the sidewalk to prevent 
objects off the bridge into the tra .  This structure has a 

ight fencing was specified and bid.  The price of this 
o reflect the dif ding curved fencing to 

the top of the s cing.  The total price of $7.7 s than the it 
price of $8.00 per square foot for this area. 

Section 103.03 – Adjustments – of the 2003 Interim Standard Specifications for Highway 
as interpreted to authorize the increase in this item. 

 

CM 7 -  In urban areas, on bridge stru way where the sidew
feet, MDOT sta
pedestrians from throwing ffic lanes below
sidewalk greater than three feet in width and stra
item was adjusted upward $4.46 per square foot t ference of ad

pecified straight fen 6 is still les  average un

 

Construction w
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CM 9 -  While working on the structure S15 of 63103, it was discovered that there was damage to 
lignment.  The extra “Sheeting, Placed 

nd Removed” allowed the contractor to hold back the structural backfill while excavation work was 
done to reach the damaged portion of the wing wall.  The wing wall was then re replaced.  
The sheeting was then remo ackfill was plac g the excavat to grade.  
Forc  was used ork done se to the contractor; records are 

ept in the project files. 

on the southbound structure from a deep 
e shear 
s.  This 

ld have been included in Contract Modification 8, but was inadvertently omitted.  

ition, water under extrem to re
 is in worse shape than e  stat  

structure S15 of 63103 has been documented in earlier Ad Board approved extras and  
ere again) and the water “blows through” the bottom of the bridge deck.  With high 

the deck, it took special  8
 were suspended under t ns

the orig ntract and the contractor was directed to do this work under force account. 

 ture was repaired as part width constr d no  
ro-demolition of the second portion of the structure began, it was discovered that 

almost 7  the structure was experiencing blow-throughs (compared to 10% to 15% o  
).  The concrete was in such bad condition that the Transportation Service Center decided to 

plish the deck as  
t Modification 1 t (

 
03.4 – EXTRA WORK – of the 2003 Interim Standard Specifications for Highway 

 authorize payme

 -- Force Account Work – of the 2003 Interim Standard Specifications  
 to be used when MDOT and the contractor can not come to an agreement on the price 

of an ex orce account work compensates the contractor based on the following:  actual labor 
ment hours worked and the “Rental Rate Blue Book for 

 

 materials.  Sheeting – Allowed replacement of a damaged wing 
all.  Shear developers – allowed for the correct connection of the deck to the beams allowing them to act in an 

ely deteriorated structure. 
unding Source:  FHWA, 90.00%; State Restricted Trunkline, 9.35%; City of Warren, 0.42%; Madison 

Heights, 0.23% 
Commitment Level:  The project was advertised for bids, with the lowest bidder being awarded the contract.  
The bids are based on estimated quantities for various items of work to construct the project. 

one of the wing walls that had moved several inches out of a
a

moved and 
ed area up ved and b ed to brin

e account  to document the w and the expen
k
 
CM 11 -  Contract Modification 8 changed the work 
concrete overlay to a full deck replacement.  Any time a full deck replacement is done, th
developers are replaced to ensure the correct structural interaction of the deck and the beam
extra shou
 
CM 12 - During hydro-demol ely high pressure is used move “soft” 
concrete imes, the concrete xpected (the actuality of this.  At t ement on the

 will not be
discussed h
pressure water blowing through  precautions to protect existing  and 16 inch 
high-pre gas mains, which he structure   These precautiossure  were not in 

inal co
 
CM 14 -  This struc uction so that the roadway di t have to be
closed.  When hyd

5% of n a normal
structure
do a full deck replacement.  To accom replacement, the contractor w  directed to
accompl e work outlined in Contrac 4 under a force account budgeish th 24 items).    

Section 1
Construction was interpreted to nt for these items.  
 
Section 109.
Construc

07  for Highway
tion is
tra.  F

costs, actual materials costs, and equip
Construction.”  

 
This Extra was recommended for approval by the State Transportation Commission at its February 
26, 2004, meeting, and is now recommended for approval by the State Administrative Board on 
March 2, 2004. 

Purpose/Business Case:  These extras make payment provision for the repair and deck replacement of the 
structure S15 of 63103.  Specifics are discussed above. 
Benefit:  Fencing – Provides correctly specified
w
integrated fashion.  Protection of gas mains – allowed for protection of gas mains during hydro-demolition.  
Contract Mod 14 allowed for the complete deck replacement on this sever
F
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Risk Assessment:  Fencing – provides correctly specified materials to protect traffic below the structure.  
Sheeting – if the damaged wing wall had not been replaced, it could have led to the structural instability of the 
bridge.  Shear developers – if shear developers are not used, the deck and beams do not act in an integrated 
fashion.  Without this interaction, the bridge would be severely under-designed.  Protection of gas mains – 
without this protection, the gas mains would have had to be rerouted at a large expense to the State.  Contract 
Mod 14 allowed for the complete deck replacement on this severely deteriorated structure. 
Cost Reduction:  Economic assessment justifies the costs associated with this benefit to the public by including 
the items in this Extra. 
New Project Identification:  This is an existing project already under contract. 

 
 
148. 

Zip Codes:  Warren, 48093 and Madison Heights, 48071 

Extra 2004 - 06  
 

ontrol Section/Job Number: 82251-58006A MDOT Project 

0 

 

 
 Contractor: Atsalis Brothers Painting Co. 

 

 
tural steel, and maintaining traffic for 

s/Changes (Approved to Date): 0.00 + 0.00% 

C
 
State Administrative Board -  This project is under $800,000 and the extra is over the $48,00

Ad Board limit for reviewing extras. 
 
State Transportation Commission - This project is over the 10% Commission limit for reviewing 

extras. 
 

22189 E. Fourteen Mile Road 
Clinton Twp. MI 48035 

Designed By: MDOT 
Engineer’s Estimate: $723,825.00 

  
Description of Project: 

ubstructure repair, structural steel repair, cleaning and coating strucS
S02 on I-375 under Madison Avenue in the city of Detroit, Wayne County. 
 
Administrative Board Approval Date: August 5, 2003 
Contract Date: August 22, 2003 
Original Contract Amount: $539,963.12 
Total of Overrun
Total of Extras/Adjustments (Approved to Date): 0.00 + 0.00% 

THIS REQUEST 106,000.00 + 19.63% 
 

Revised Total $645,963.12 
 

 + 19.63% 

 
% 

 
he 

et. 
 

 
Contract Modification Number(s):  1 

SUMMARY: 

The total of all Extras and Overruns approved to date, before this request, places this contract + 0.00
over the original budget for an Authorized to Date Amount of $539,963.12. 

Approval of this extra will place the authorized status of the contract + 19.63% over ($106,000.00) t
Original Budg

Extras Previously Approved by State Administrative Board:  None 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
2/20/04          Page 123 of 150 



 

 
This contract modification requests payment for the following Extra(s)/Adjustment(s) to the contract: 

Temporary Support System (Special) 106,000.000 Dlr @ 1.00/Dlr $106,000.00 
Total $106,000.00 

 
s)/Adjustment(s): 

 
rete needs to be removed on a concrete rehabilitation 

job before the work begins.  When the work began on pier 1 of this structure, it quickly became apparent 
eteriorated to the point where extensive removal of concrete was needed.  The extent of 

the concrete removal made the structural stability of the bridge questionable and the contractor was 
upports ( ture while the 

ier was being rehabilitated.  This project was paid for by force account.  Force account field records 
 daily bas

 
03.4 – EXTRA WORK – of the 2003 Interim Standard Specifications for Highway Construction 

 
109.07 - Force Account Work – of the 2003 Interim Standard Specifications for Highway 

 used when MDOT  to an agreement on the price of 
an extra.  Force account work compen  following: actual labor costs, 
actual materials costs, and equipment ho Rate Blue Book for Construction.”  

 recommended for appro e State Transportation Commission at its February 26, 
 now recommend al by the State Administrative Board on March 2, 

eteriorated concrete must be entirely removed to prevent premature deterioration of the 

 be removed before work could 
egin on the pier. 

tricted Trunkline, 20% 
vel:  The project was advertised for bids, with th ng awarded the contract.  The 

tities for various items of work to cons t. 
e structure could have bec e deck 

ould have had to be deto nd the bridg
Cost Reduction: t justifies the costs associated wit  to the publ ng the 
items in this Extra

Reason(s) for Extra(

It is very difficult to estimate exactly how much conc

that the pier had d

directed to install temporary s and all associated work) to support the superstruc
p
were agreed to and signed on a is by MDOT and the contractor. 

Section 1
was interpreted to authorize payment for this extra work. 

Section 
Construction is to be  and the contractor can not come

sates the contractor based on the
urs worked and the “Rental 

 
This Extra was val by th
2004, meeting, and is ed for approv
2004. 
 
Purpose/Business Case:  D
new concrete.  The use of a temporary support system was required to support the bridge while pier 1 was being 
rehabilitated. 
Benefit:  If the pier was not supported, the entire superstructure would have had to
b
Funding Source:  FHWA, 80%; State Res
Commitment Le e lowest bidder bei
bids are based on estimated quan truct the projec
Risk Assessment:  If the bridge was not supported, th ome unstable and fallen.  If th
was removed to allow for the repair of the pier, traffic w ured a e closed. 

  Economic assessmen h this benefit ic by includi
. 

New Project Identification:  This is an existing project already under contract. 
Zip Code:  48226  
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149. Extra 2004 - 07   
 

Control Section/Job Number: 82522-52620A Local Agency Project 

State Ad
$48,000 Ad Board limit for reviewing extras. 

 
State Transportation Commission - This project is over the 10% Commission limit for 

 

 

ngineer’s Estimate: $540,927.10 
 

 

Contract Date: May 16, 2003 

f Extras/Adjustments (Approved to Date): 8,251.00 + 1.60% 
THIS REQUEST 79,928.69

 
ministrative Board -  This project is under $800,000 and the extras are over the 

 

reviewing extras. 

Contractor: Florence Cement Company 
12798 23 Mile Road 
Shelby Twp. MI 48315 

Designed By: Consultant 
E

 
Description of Project: 

Concrete pavement replacement, reconstruction and drainage structures on Vincent Street from 
Conant Avenue to Marcus, in the city of Hamtramck, Wayne County.  
   
Administrative Board Approval Date: May 6, 2003 

Original Contract Amount: $516,663.80 
Total of Overruns/Changes (Approved to Date): 3,308.00 + 0.64% 
Total o

 + 15.47% 
 
 Revised Total $608,151.49 + 17.71% 
 

 

80. 
 

r 

 

Contract Modification Number(s):  2 r.12, 3 r.3 
 

This contract modification requests payment for the following Extra(s)/Adjustment(s) to the 
contract: 

 
  

SUMMARY: 

The total of all Extras and Overruns approved to date, before this request, places this contract + 
2.24% over the original budget for an Authorized to Date Amount of $528,222.

Approval of this extra will place the authorized status of the contract + 17.71% ($91,487.69) ove
the Original Budget. 

Extras Previously Approved by State Administrative Board:  None 
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CM 2 r.12 
Aggregate Base, 4”, Modified 469.000 Syd @ $5.30/Syd $2,485.70 

 555.300 Sy 17,491.95 
riveway, Conc, 8”, Modified 596.800 Syd @ $41.50/Syd 24,767.20 

l 0 
Cold Milling HMA Surface 469.00 

ing Compound, for Longit Mrkg 525.000 Ft @ $ 0.55/Ft 288.75

Driveway, Conc, 4”, Modified d @ $31.50/Syd 
D
Excavation of Backfill Materia 1.000 LS @ $3,549.00/LS 3,549.0

35.000 Syd @ $13.40/Syd 
Rem Cur  

,051.60Total $49  
 
CM 3 r.3 

 #2 ,500.00/LS 5,500.00 
Restoration S @ $2,600.00/LS 2,600.00 
Conc Pavt w/ Intg Curb, Nonreinf, 6” yd @ $49.70/Syd 20,362.09 
Hand Patching 11.500 Ton @ $210.00/Ton 2,415.00

Mobilization 1.000 LS @ $5
1.000 L
409.700 S

 
$30,877.09Total  

Total $79,928.69
 

 
 

Reason(s) for Extra(s)/Adjustment(s): 
 

f grass (three to four feet in 
dth) between each of the driveways would become a maintenance problem in the future.  For this 

ese areas and the drivew  maintenance costs in 
 costs of Aggregate Base, 4”, Modified; Drive  Modified; Driveway, 

cavation of Backfill Material all rel nge.  The costs of all 
and are comparabl ge unit pric  

 
CM 3 – This project was initially proposed to upgrade this area to service an adjoining 

Marcus Street intersections needed to be paved with concrete capable of supporting heavier business 
ms on this contract modification relate to this change.  The contractor provided a 

breakdown of prices and they compared favorably with average unit prices for this area. 

und or directly 
through the City of Hamtramck.  Funding for this project was set up not to exceed $855,000.  

 
Section 103.4 – EXTRA WORK – of the 2003 Interim Standard Specifications for Highway 

k. 

e State Transportation Commission at its February 
26, 2004 meeting, and is now recommended for approval by the State Administrative Board on 

 
Purpose/Business Case:  To prevent excessive maintenance of this area in the future, it was decided to pave 

 driveways and the area between the driveways.  In addition, it was decided to provide a concrete 
o an alley frequently used as access by local businesses. 

Benefit:  Reduced maintenance costs in the future, and better access for local businesses. 
Funding Source: State Restricted Trunkline (Transportation Economic Development Funds), 79%; City of 
Hamtramck, 21% 
Commitment Level:  The project was advertised for bids, with the lowest bidder being awarded the contract.  
The bids are based on estimated quantities for various items of work to construct the project. 

CM 2 – It was noticed after the project began, that the short strips o
wi
reason, it was decided to pave all of th ays to reduce
the future.  The way, Conc, 4”,
Conc, 8”, Modified; and Ex ate to this cha
these items were negotiated with the contractor e to avera es for this
area. 

development.  To ensure proper access by local businesses, the alley at the Vincent Street and 

traffic.  All ite

 
All funding for this job is either through the Transportation Economic Development F

Current expenditures are just above $600,000. 

Construction was interpreted to authorize payment for this extra wor
 

This Extra was recommended for approval by th

March 2, 2004. 

the public
entrance t
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Risk Assessment:  If the work in CM 2 was not done, the cost in time and money spent to maintain the small 
prohibitive for the benefit g er term

ssment justifies the costs  the

s an existing project alread
 
 
150. xtra 2 8

grass areas would have been cost ained.  CM 3 provided a long  fix to the 
alley entrance.  
Cost Reduction:  Economic asse  associated with this benefit to  public by 
including the items in this Extra. 

his iNew Project Identification:  T y under contract. 
 Zip Code:  48211

E 004 -0  
 

ob Number: 03112-48577A oject 

The extras on th  
reviewing extras

 
tate Tr tation Commission - This project is over the 10% Commission limit for reviewing 

 

 

 
i of hot mix asphalt (HMA) resurfacing, shoulder and guardrail upgrading on US-131 from south 

Control Section/J MDOT Pr
 
State Administrative Board -  is project are over the 6% Ad Board limit for

. 
 
S anspor

extras. 
 

Contractor: Michigan Paving & Materials Co. 
5905 Belleville Road  

 Belleville, Michigan 48111 

Designed By: MDOT 
Engineer’s Estimate: $6,003,679.14 

 
Description of Project: 

.02 m7
of 135th Avenue northerly to the Allegan/Kent County line in the city of Wayland, Dorr, Hopkins, 
Leighton, and Wayland Townships, Allegan County. 
   
Administrative Board Approval Date: December 3, 2002 
Contract Date: February 19, 2003 

riginal Contract Amount: $6,354,638.08 O
Total of Overruns/Changes (Approved to Date): 9,443.62 + 0.15% 
Total of Extras/Adjustments (Approved to Date): (4,546.20) - 0.07% 

THIS REQUEST 748,837.33 + 11.78% 
 
 Revised Total $7,108,372.83 + 11.86% 

SUMMARY: 
 

8% 

Approval of this extra will place the authorized status of the contract + 11.86% over ($753,734.75) the 

 

 
ation Number(s):  3 r.4, 4 r.7, 8 r.1, 9 r.3, 10 r.5, 11 r.4, 13 r.3, 14 r.4,  

 

 
The total of all Extras and Overruns approved to date, before this request, places this contract 0.0
over the original budget for an Authorized to Date Amount of $6,359,535.50. 

 

Original Budget. 

Extras Previously Approved by State Administrative Board:  None 

Contract Modific
15 r.6, 16 r.6 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
2/20/04          Page 127 of 150 



This contract modification requests payment for the following Extra(s)/Adjustment(s) to the contract: 

CM 3 r.4 
 

HMA, 5E30 5,000.000 Ton @ $39.10/Ton $195,500.00 
 
CM 4 r.7 
HMA, 5E30 4,626.540 Ton @ $39.10/Ton $180,897.71 

Bridge, Det T3 4.000 Ea @ $1,314.50/Ea 5,258.00 
ch by 8 inch 120.000 Ft @ $29.00/Ft 3,480.00

Guardrail Anch, 
Post, Wood, 6 in  

.71Total  $189,635  
 
CM 8 r.1 
HMA, 5E30 4,438.840 Ton @ $39.10/Ton $173,558.64 
 
CM 9 r.3 
Bump Grinding 5,120.660 Syd @ $25.00/Syd $128,016.50 

4,41Curb, HMA 2.000 Ft @ $10.00/Ft 44,120.00 
l $172,136.50Tota  

 
 

CM 10 r.5 
Culvert Expansion Seal, 54” a $6,000.00 

 24” 0 Ea @ $240.06/Ea 240.06 
 $32.00/Ea 256.00 

 Depth $165.28/Ft 247.92 
240.000 Syd @ $9.00/Syd 2,1 0.00

4.000 Ea @ $1,500.00/E
Culv End Sect, 1.00
Culv, Cl B, 24” 8.000 Ea @
Dr Structure, Adj, Add 1.500 Ft @ 
Mulch Netting 

Total 
6  

 $8,903.98 
 
CM 11 r.4 
Guardrail Departing Terminal, Type B 2.000 Ea @ $500.00/Ea $1,000.00 
 
CM 13 r.3 
Barbed Wire .000 Ft @ $0.30/Ft 8,100 $2,430.00 

00 Ft @  
 Ea @ $

 
CM 14 r.4 
Pavt Mrkg, WB Paint, 24” Stop Bar 119.0  $4.50/Ft $535.50
Pavt Mrkg, WB 3.000Paint, DA 75.00/Ea 225.00

$760.50
 

Total   

p Barricade Lights 184.000 Ea @ $15.00/Ea $2,760.00

 
CM 15 r.6 
Damaged & Re  

171.00 

 
CM 16 r.6 
Sign, Type IIB, Special 1,525.000 Dlr @ $1.00/Dlr $1,525.00 
Post, Steel, 3 lb 36.000 Ft @ $4.75/Ft 
Sign, Type IIIB 24.000 Sft @ $ 19.00/Sft 456.00 

Total  $2,152.00 
 

Total $748,837.33 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
2/20/04          Page 128 of 150 



Reason(s) for Extra(s)/Adjustment(s): 
 

CM 3, 4 & 8 – This roadway was severely rutted and many of the joints were in poor condition.  It was 
to ensure the proper life of  of a could be 

ompacted into the ruts and deteriorated joints was imperative.  The specified layers of HMA 3E30 and 
 Graded Superpave were reduced in thickness to offset this change.  (Overall cost of HMA 

49,956; total reductions of co 297,87 change of 
sonable comp  Average 

 
M 9 – The bid items Bump Grinding and Curb, HMA were miscalculated in the design phase of the 

nce there was such a large increase in the quantities, the engineer renegotiated a lower price 
g Section  103.  the  

pecifications.  The overall cost of each of these items increased due to the increase in quantity, but the 
f each item was reduced substantially (Bump Grinding $40 per syd to $25 per syd, Curb HMA 

per ft).  In addition, a small ection. 

CM 10 an ex vert under 
S-131, and the deterioration of an existing 24” culvert.  The items Culvert Expansion Seal, 54”, Culv 

”, and Culv, Cl B, 24” were used to repair or replace these two structures. 

rtenance at the Rabbit il bullnose prote stem was 
sure that an errant vehicle ach slope 

h the new 

 
ulch netting was used instead of the standard mulch blanket on this job because of unusually high 

unstable soil conditions.  The item mulch blanket was reduced to offset this change.   

he costs for all items of work in CM 10 were discussed with the resident engineer and are reasonable 
ed to the AUP index. 

M 11 – It was discovered after construction began that the Guardrail Departing Terminal at ramps A 
d to be replaced.  The costs for this work were discussed with the resident engineer and are 

P index

CM 13 tion borders the grazing land 
of a local farmer that has livestock.  MDOT is required to use barbed wire on top of their normal fencing 

s to ensure that the livestock does not knock down the fencing and wander into traffic.  The 
 with the reasonable w red to the 

AUP index. 

that MDOT place  after the 
ed to traffic.  The stop bars lar pavement markin  specified 
ic tape, which is a longer mpared to waterborne materials.  

Unfortu ide the mperature 
limitations for the use of cold plastic tape.  The contractor was instructed to use waterborne materials 
which w t engineer 
and are reasonable when compared to the AUP index. 
 

decided that the pavement, a scratch coat material that 
c
HMA Gap
5E30 was $5 rresponding bid items were $ 5, for a net 
$252,081.).  The unit price was negotiated with the contractor and is rea ared to the
Unit Price (AUP) index. 

C
project.  Si
with the contractor usin 02 B Significant Change of 2003 Interim Standard
S
unit price o
$20 per ft to $10  quantity of Curb, HMA was added for erosion prot
 

– The vibratory rolling of the subbase caused the failure of a joint on isting 54” cul
U
End Sect, 24
 
To protect an appu River Bridge, a guardra ctive sy
installed.  To en is fully protected by this type of device, the appro
must be very flat.  The existing drainage structure at this location had to be adjusted to matc
grade.   

M
erosion and 
 
T
when compar
 
C
and C neede
reasonable when compared to the AU . 
 

- It was discovered after the project began that part of this reconstruc

in these area
costs for this work were discussed  resident engineer and are hen compa

 
CM 14 – It is required pavement markings before or as soon as possible
roadway is open  and some of the regu gs were
using cold plast  lasting material when co

nately, when it was time to install the pavement marking, it was outs  seasonal te

ould last until the next spring.  The costs for this work were discussed with the residen
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CM 15 – One hundred eighty-four of the contractor’s barricade lights were damaged during construction.  
This item allows payment for the replacement of these lights, as required by specification.  Costs were 

 
ection 102.17 – EXTRA WORK – of the 2003 Interim Standard Specifications for Highway 

 

 
urpose/Business Case:  These extras make payment provisions for the items discussed above.  Each of these items 

ommitment Level:  The project was advertised for bids, with the lowest bidder being awarded the contract.  The 

uction:  Economic assessment justifies the costs associated with this benefit to the public by including the 
items in this Extra. 

 Moline, 
9335. 

 
151. 

negotiated with the contractor. 
 
CM 16 – Several signs were included on the construction plans, but were inadvertently left off as bid 
items.  The extras in this contract modification provide payment for furnishing and installation of these 
signs.  The costs for this work were discussed with the resident engineer and are reasonable when 
compared to the AUP index. 

S
Construction was interpreted to authorize payment for this extra work. 

This Extra was recommended for approval by the State Transportation Commission at its February 
26, 2004 meeting, and is now recommended for approval by the State Administrative Board on March 
2, 2004. 

P
is essential to the job by allowing it to reach its estimated life span or provide safety to the traveling public.  
Benefit:  By adding the tack coat, MDOT has extended the expected life of the overlay.   
Funding Source:  FHWA, 81.85%; State Restricted Trunkline, 18.15% 
C
bids are based on estimated quantities for various items of work to construct the project. 
Risk Assessment:  If the tack coat was not used, the expected life of the pavement would have been reduced 
substantially due to reflective rutting of the new pavement.  If the culverts had not been fixed they would have 
caused the subbase beneath the pavement to fail. 
Cost Red

New Project Identification:  This is an existing project already under contract. 
Zip Code:  (From South to North) Hopkins, 49328; Bradley, 49311; Wayland, 49348; Dorr, 49323; and
4

Extra 2004 - 09  
 

xtra is over the $100,000 Ad Board limit for reviewing 
extras. 

 

 
D. J. McQuestion & Sons, Inc. 

 17708  18 Mile Rd. 
 
 

 

Control Section/Job Number: 83033-34682A MDOT Project 
 
State Administrative Board -  This e

 
State Transportation Commission - This extra is over the $250,000 Commission limit for reviewing 

extras. 

Contractor: 

Leroy, MI 49655 

Designed By: Consultant 
Engineer’s Estimate: $46,737,086.65 
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Description of Project: 

17.14 km of bituminous freeway
 

 construction, interchange construction, and seven new structures, on US-
31  relocated, from north of No. 30 Road northerly to south of No. 6 Road, in Haring, Cedar Creek and 

January 16, 2002 
Original Contract Amount: $38,777,435.35 

85 + 1.83% 
THIS REQUEST 494,869.35

1
Liberty Townships, Wexford County. 
   
Administrative Board Approval Date: January 15, 2002 
Contract Date: 

Total of Overruns/Changes (Approved to Date): (2,820,312.12) - 7.27% 
Total of Extras/Adjustments (Approved to Date): 710,615.

 + 1.28% 
 
 Revised Total $37,162,608.43 - 4.16% 
 

SUMMARY: 
 

5.44% 

 

 
strative Board:   

Contract Modification SAB Date 

The total of all Extras and Overruns approved to date, before this request, places this contract -
over the original budget for an Authorized to Date Amount of $36,667,739.08. 

Approval of this extra will place the authorized status of the contract -4.16% ($1,614,826.92) under the 
Original Budget. 

Extras Previously Approved by State Admini
 

Item Number Number Amount 

2003-46 32 r.3, 34 r.3 $757,672.13 August 5, 2003 
 

tion Number(s):  39 r.2 

wing Extra(s)/Ad e contract: 
 

Contract Modifica
 

This contract modification requests payment for the follo justment(s) to th

Value Engineering, Phase III 1.000 Dlr @ $494,869.35/Dlr $494,869.35 
Total $494,869.35 

(s): 
 

The contractor submitted a Value Engineering Change Proposal in several phases.  This extra covers 
of the proposal.  When a c neering Change Proposal that is 

accepted by the Department, the contr alf the savings actually experienced by the 
Department.  Since it would be impossib ge proposal, payment to the contractor for half 
the savings experienced by the Department must be paid for as an extra.  

 
RA WORK – of t d Specifications for Highway Construction was 

interpreted to authorize payment for this extra work. 
 

This Extra was recommended for approval by the State Transportation Commission at its February 26, 
2004 meeting, and is now recommended for approval by the State Administrative Board on March 2, 
2004. 

 

 
Reason(s) for Extra(s)/Adjustment

phase three ontractor submits a Value Engi
actor is entitled to h
le to predict a chan

Section 103.4 – EXT he 1996 Standar
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Purpose/Business Case:  This extra makes payment provision for payment to the contractor for their share of a 
Value Engineering Change Proposal. 

ertised for bids, with the lowest bidder being awarded the contract.  The 
arious items of work to t. 
d have expended add not implementing the change 

sessment justifies the costs associate  to the public by including the 

 Zip Code:  49663

Benefit:  The Department saved almost a half million dollars in this phase alone, by implementing the contractors 
change proposal.  
Funding Source:  FHWA, 81.85%; State Restricted Trunkline, 18.15% 

mmitment Level:  The project was advCo
bids are based on estimated quantities for v  construct the projec
Risk Assessment:  The Department woul itional funding by 
proposal. 
Cost Reduction:  Economic as d with this benefit
items in this Extra. 
New Project Identification:  This is an existing project already under contract. 

 
 
152. Extra  2004 – 10 
 

Control Section

 

/Job Number:   54022-53380A MDOT Project 
 

t 

 
 

Contractor: Fisher Contracting Company 

Midland MI 48641-1787 
 

Designed By: Consultant 
Engineer’s Estimate: $1,244,052.53 

  
Description of Project: 

 
Reconstruction of new hot mix asphalt pavement, concrete curb and gutter, drainage, signal relocation 
and related restoration items at the intersection of M-20 and M-66, Wheatland Township, Mecosta 
County. 
 
Administrative Board Approval Date: November 5, 2002 
Contract Date: November 26, 2002 
Original Contract Amount: $1,207,713.10 
Total of Overruns/Changes (Approved to Date): (6,881.56) - 0.57% 
Total of Extras/Adjustments (Approved to Date): 58,955.00 + 4.88% 

THIS REQUEST 74,688.50

State Administrative Board -  The extras for this project exceed 6 % of the project’s original contrac
amount.  

 
State Transportation Commission - Doesn’t meet criteria. 

 
P.O. Box 1787 

 + 6.18% 
 
 Revised Total $1,334,475.04 + 10.49% 
 

SUMMARY: 
 

The total of all Extras and Overruns approved to date, before this request, places this contract +4.31% over 
the original budget for an Authorized to Date Amount of $1,259,786.54. 

 
al of this extra will place the authorized status of the contract +10.49% ($126,761.94) over the 
al Budget. 

Approv
Origin
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Extras Previously Approved by State Administrative Board:  None 
 

 

 

 and Replaced Lights 22.000 Ea @ $15.00/Ea 330.00 

150.970 Cyd @ $5.50/Cyd 830.34 
100.00/Ton 1,935.00 

12 inch 2.000 Ea @ $250.00/Ea 500.00 
Railroad Track Removal 1.000 LS @ $2,838.18/LS 2,838.18 

xisting Force Main Location 1.000 Ea @ $1,718.71/Ea 1,718.71 
HMA, 5E3 1,150.000 Ton @ $48.59/Ton 55,878.50

Contract Modification Number(s):  3 r.1 

This contract modification requests payment for the following Extra(s)/Adjustment(s) to the contract: 

Maintenance Gravel 364.420 Ton @ $25.90/Ton $9,438.48 
Damaged
Backfill Swamp 154.340 Cyd @ $7.90/Cyd 1,219.29 
Excavation, Peat 
Hand Patching 19.350 Ton @ $
Sewer Bulkhead, 

Investigation for E
 

74,688.50Total $  
 

 
item Maintenance Gravel (tons) was created to replace the same bid item in cu.yds.  There is a 

contractor’s ba ring construction.  This item allows 
payment for the replacement of these
 
During construction it was discovered that there was a small area of peat material under the roadway.  If this 

aced it ca tensive settling.  This movement can cause major cracking 
ement.  The extra items Excavation, Peat and Backfill Swamp were created to remove 

the peat and replace it with materials that will support the roadway. 

The item Hand Patching was used to ensure that traffic could be maintained during construction.  The plans 
o 
 

o allow traffic to continue through the intersection during reconstruction.   

his roadway entere em.  With the changes made 
tion, this sewer attachment was no long d needed to be capped.  No 

ontract for this termination. 

 roadway after co eeded to 
be removed to e ife span of the reconstructed ro em.  The tra oved 
in several stages to mirror pavement reconstruction.   

The bid item HMA, 5E3 was added to the project to reflect an increase in bid price due to a change in 
y Bureau of Highways Informational Memorandum 2003-9.  This item was negotiated 

at $55,878.50 and is offset by a reduction of $53,049.50 in this contract modification. 

 favorably with the average unit 
prices for this area. 

TRA WORK – of the 2003 Interim Standard Specifications for Highway Construction 
was interpreted to authorize payment for this extra work. 

Reason(s) for Extra(s)/Adjustment(s): 

The bid 
corresponding reduction in another contract modification.  

 
Twenty-two of the rricade lights were damaged du

 lights. 

type of material is not repl n lead to ex
and faulting in the pav

 

called for the work to be done under traffic, but no provisions were made for the materials needed t
accomplish this.  This item allowed the contractor to place small quantities of bituminous onto the prepared
subbase t
 
Before construction, the runoff from t d a local sewer syst
during construc er needed and the en
provision was made in the c
 
Existing railroad tracks were discovered under the nstruction began.  These tracks n

nsure the projected l adway syst cks were rem

 

aggregate required b

 
The prices of all items were negotiated with the contractor and compare

 
Section 103.4 – EX
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This Extra is now recommended for approval by the State Administrative Board. 

 
Purpose/Business Case:  Each of these items were essential to either the construction stage of this project, or the 

Benefit:  The public will receive a project that is safe, constructed to current MDOT standards and will realize the 
he pavement. 

Trunkline, 98.83%; Wheat
dvertised for bids, wit d the he bids 

ted quantities for various items of work to 
Several of the items, if not completed, wou nt life

  Economic assessment justifies the costs as li ing the 

  This is an existing project alread

 
 

proposed extended life of this project being realized. 

proposed extended life of t
Funding Source:  State Restricted land Township, 1.17% 

el:  The project was a hCommitment Lev  the lowest bidder being awarde contract.  T
are based on estima construct the project. 

:  Risk Assessment ld have led to a reduced paveme  span. 
Cost Reduction: sociated with this benefit to the pub c by includ
items in this Extra. 
New Project Identification: y under contract. 
Zip Code:   49340 
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OVERRUNS 

53. Overrun  01-2004
 

1  
 

5602A MDOT Project 

d limit for reviewing 

 
ing 

 
 Co. 

1326 142nd Avenue 
Wayland MI 49348 

Designed By: MDOT 
Engineer’s Estimate: $238,543.00 

 
Description of Project: 

 
Emergency structural steel beam repairs, joint replacement, and zone painting on I-75 under University 
Drive, 1.6 mi north of M-59 in the city of Auburn Hills, Oakland County. 

 
Administrative Board Approval Date: July 1, 2003 
Contract Date: July 22, 2003 
Original Contract Amount: $176,580.20 
Total of Overruns/Changes (Approved to Date): 17,658.02 + 10.00% 
Total of Extras/Adjustments (Approved to Date): 0.00 + 0.00% 

 THIS REQUEST 84,681.46

Control
 

 Section/Job Number: 63172-7

State Administrative Board -  This project is over the 10% Ad Boar
overruns. 

 
State Transportation Commission - This project is over the 15% Commission limit for review

overruns. 

Contractor: J. Slagter & Son Construction

 

 + 47.96% 
 
 Revised Total $278,919.68 + 57.96% 
 

SUMMARY: 
 

The total of all Extras and Overruns approved to date, before this request, places this contract + 10.00% 
over the original budget for an Authorized to Date Amount of $194,238.22. 

 
Approval of this overrun will place the authorized status of the contract +57.96% ($102,339.48) over the 
Original Budget. 

 
Overruns Previously Approved by the State Administrative Board:  None 

 
This request allows payment for the following increases to the contract: 

 
Structural Steel (Bolted Repair), 2,690.000 Lb @ $15.00/Lb $40,350.00 
     Erecting-Special 
Structural Steel (Welded Repair), 1,463.000 Lb @ $30.00/Lb 43,890.00 
     Erecting-Special 
Structural Steel, Mixed, Furn and Fab 131.387 Lb @ $3.36/Lb 441.46 

 Total $84,681.46 
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Reason(s) for Overrun(s): 

This was an emergency job to repair severely corroded beam ends on a highly traveled bridge over I-75.  
cement st lted and 

elded repair [Structural Steel (Bolted Repair), Erecting-Special and Structural Steel (Welded Repair), 
am 

deficiencies once work began. 

 
bid price.  

 
 was recommended for app mission at its February 26, 

2004, meeting, and is now recommend State Administrative Board on March 2, 
2004. 

ss Case:  This request is to te the contractor for the additional quantities of original 

fits from the projec cted to the published standards. 
Funding Source:  State Restricted Trunkline, 100% 

 project was advertised for bids, with the lowest bidder being awarded the contract.  The 
bids are based on estimated quantities for various items of work to construct the project. 

Cost Reduction:  The price has been fixed by contract. 
isting project already un

 
 
154. 

 

The original quantities of repla eel (Structural Steel, Mixed, Furn and Fab), and bo
w
Erecting-Special] scoped for the repair of the corroded beam ends were insufficient to correct the be

 
All three of these bid items are existing bid items and prices were calculated using the original contract

This Overrun roval by the State Transportation Com
ed for approval by the 

 
Purpose/Busine compensa
contract items. 
Benefit:  The public bene t being constru

Commitment Level:  The

Risk Assessment:  The risk associated with not doing this work is that the motoring public will be driving on 
substandard roadway facilities.  

New Project Identification:  This is an ex der contract. 
Zip Code:  48326 

Overrun  02-2004 
 

 

overruns. 
 

State Transportation Commission - This project is over the 15% Commission limit for reviewing 

 
Contractor: Michigan Paving & Materials Co. 

Belleville MI 48111-0787 

Engineer’s Estimate: $397,702.60 
 

Description of Project: 
 

phalt resurfacing on M-37 from Banfield Road northerly to Groat Road, in 

 

Control Section/Job Number: 08031-75028A MDOT Project 

State Administrative Board -  This project is over the 10% Ad Board limit for reviewing 

 

overruns. 

P.O. Box 787 

 
Designed By: MDOT 

6.15 mi of hot mix as
Johnstown and Bedford Townships, Barry and Calhoun Counties. 
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Administrative Board Approval Date: October 7, 2003 
October 13, 2003 

Original Contract Amount: $366,688.65 

 

Contract Date: 

Total of Overruns/Changes (Approved to Date): 36,668.87 + 10.00% 
Total of Extras/Adjustments (Approved to Date): 2,513.58 + 0.69% 

THIS REQUEST 33,520.08 + 9.14% 
 
 Revised Total $439,391.18 + 19.83% 
 

 
The total of all Extras and Overruns approved to ate, before this request, places this contract + 

 
al of this overrun will place the authorized status of the contract + 19.83% ($72,702.53) over 

the Original Budget. 
 

iously Approved by the State Administrative Board:  None 
 

creases to the contract: 
 

SUMMARY: 

d
10.69% over the original budget for an Authorized to Date Amount of $405,871.10. 

Approv

Overruns Prev

This request allows payment for the following in

HMA, 4C 916.330 Ton @ $32.00/Ton $29,322.56 
Shoulder, Cl 11 299.823 Ton @ $14.00/Ton 4,197.52 

 $33,520.08Total  
 

errun(s): 
 

 was one to two feet wider than the typical section shown on the design plans.  
This difference from the plans required additional asphalt (HMA, 4C) to cover the actual width of the 

n, some of roadway were in worse condition than 
riginally thought.  To ensure the projected life span of the roadway, a thicker layer of asphalt (HMA, 

 
lder slope of the existing roadway was steeper than the typical slope shown on the plans.  

ty o
existing MDOT standards. 
 

e calculated using the 
original contract bid price.  
 
This Overrun was recommended for app ion Commission at its February 

ting, and is now recommended for approval by the State Administrative Board on 

est is to compensate the contractor for the additional quantities of original 

Benefit:  The public benefits from the project being constructed to the published standards. 

t bidder being awarded the contract.  
The bids are based on estimated quantities for various items of work to construct the project. 
Risk Assessment:  The risk associated with not doing this work is that the motoring public will be driving on 
substandard roadway facilities.  
Cost Reduction:  The price has been fixed by contract. 

Reason(s) for Ov

The actual roadway

existing roadway.  In additio of the sections 
o
4C) was used in these areas. 

The shou
This resulted in an increased quanti f shoulder gravel (C1 11) to ensure that the final slope met 

Both the asphalt and shoulder gravel are existing bid items and prices wer

roval by the State Transportat
26, 2004, mee
March 2, 2004. 

 
Purpose/Business Case:  This requ
contract items. 

Funding Source: State Restricted Trunkline, 100% 
Commitment Level:  The project was advertised for bids, with the lowes
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New Project Identification:  This is an ex y under contract. isting project alread
 7, 49050 
 
155. 

Zip Codes:  4901

Overrun 03-2004 
 

 

overruns. 
 

State Transportation Commission - This project is over the 15% Commission limit for reviewing 

 
Contractor: Kelcris Corporation 

Williamston MI 48895 

Engineer’s Estimate: $373,075.00 
 

Description of Project: 
 

e patching with joint repairs on U oun -36 
aiedon Township, Ingham County. 

val Date: August 5, 2003 
ontract Date: August 11, 2003 

 

Control Section/Job Number: 33035-M60399 MDOT Project 

State Administrative Board -  This project is over the 10% Ad Board limit for reviewing 

 

overruns. 

P. O. Box 362 

 
Designed By: MDOT 

6.5 mi of concret S-127, northbound and southb d, from M
northerly to I-96 in Al

 
Administrative Board Appro
C
Original Contract Amount: 324,367.82 
Total of Overruns/Changes (Approved to Date): 32,436.78 + 10.00% 
Total of Extras/Adjustments (Approved to Date): 45,214.36 + 13.94% 

THIS REQUEST 52,239.74 + 16.11% 
 
 Revised Total $454,258.70 + 40.05% 
 

 
he total of all Extras and Overruns approved to date, before this request, places this contract + 

 
pproval of this overrun will place the authorized status of the contract + 40.05% over ($129,890.88) 

 
usly Approved by the State Administrative Board:  None 

 
5,270.00 

SUMMARY: 

T
23.94% over the original budget for an Authorized to Date Amount of $402,018.96. 

A
the Original Budget. 

Overruns Previo
 

This request allows payment for the following increases to the contract: 

Joint Contraction, Crg 4,527.000 Ft @ $10.00/Ft $4
Joint, Tied, Trg 696.974 Ft @ $10.00/Ft 6,969.74 

Total $52 ,239.74 
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Reason(s) for Overrun(s): 
 

The original calculations for pay items for this project had a calculation error of 50% on the two pay 
tion, Crg and Joint Tied, Trg.  To ensure the projected increase in the life span of 

this pavement, all originally scoped work needed to be completed.  For this reason the quantities of 
nt Tied, T .   

 
ms are ex al 

contract bid prices.  The approved Extras the allowed maximum of $48,000.00. 

 app
26, 2004, meeting, and is now recommended for approval by the State Administrative Board on 
March 2, 2004. 

 
Purpose/Business Case:  This request is to tractor for the additional quantities of original 
contract items. 
Benefit:  The public benefits from the projec ished standards. 

: State Restricted Trunkline
evel:  The project was adver ds, with the lowest bidder being awarded the contract.  

timated quantities fo  of work to construct the project. 
Risk Assessment:  The risk associated with not doing this work is that the motoring public will be driving on 

ities.  
Cost Reduction:  The price has been fixed by contract. 

 

156. 

items Joint, Contrac

Joint, Contraction, Crg and Joi rg were increased

Both of the increased bid ite isting bid items and prices were calculated using origin
 are under 

 
This Overrun was recommended for roval by the State Transportation Commission at its February 

compensate the con

t being constructed to the publ
Funding Source , 100% 
Commitment L tised for bi
The bids are based on es r various items

substandard roadway facil

New Project Identification:  This is an existing project already under contract. 
Zip Codes:  48854, 48911 

 
Overrun - 04-2004 

 
: 02041-58494A MDOT Project 

ct is over the oard limit for reviewing 

 

overruns. 
 

Contractor: Action Traffic Maintenance, Inc. 

$94,630.00 

ast county line to the 
Schoolcraft west county line in the city of Munising, and Onota, Au Train, Grand Island and 

ithin Alger County. 
 

Control Section/Job Number
 
State Administrative Board -  This proje  10% Ad B

overruns. 
 

State Transportation Commission - This project is over the 15% Commission limit for reviewing 

48181 Ryan Road 
Utica MI 48317 

 
Designed By: MDOT 
Engineer’s Estimate: 

 
Description of Project: 

 
42.414 mi of non-freeway sign upgrading on M-28 from the Marquette e

Munising Townships, w
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Administrative Board Approval Date: December 17, 2002 
Contract Date: January 24, 2003 

 11,650.14

Original Contract Amount: $83,063.04 
Total of Overruns/Changes (Approved to Date): 8,306.30 + 10.00% 
Total of Extras/Adjustments (Approved to Date): 5,280.00 + 6.36% 

THIS REQUEST  + 14.03% 

 
 

Revised Total $108,299.48 + 30.39% 
 

SUMMARY: 
 

 original budget for an Authorized to Date Amount of $96,649.34. 

udget. 
 

inistrative Board:  None 
 

 
 6 Ft @$16.00/Ft $   6,657.22 
       4,992.92

The total of all Extras and Overruns approved to date, before this request, places this contract + 
16.36% over the

 
Approval of this overrun will place the authorized status of the contract + 30.39% over ($25,236.44) 
the Original B

Overruns Previously Approved by the State Adm

This contract modification requests payment for the following changes to the contract: 

Post, Wood, 4 inch by 6 inch 416.07
Post, Wood, 4” by 6”, Direct Embedment 416.077 Ft @ $12.00/Ft  

  $11,650.14 Total  

un(s): 

t.  On pro , it was fairly sta all existing 
ood posts and reuse them when installing the new signs.  During construction, it was determined 

a e 
two bid items “Post Wood, 4 inch by 6 in ost, Wood, 4” by 6”, Direct Embedment.”  Due to 

 number of posts that were unsalvageable, the charge against these bid items was 

additional posts was the price bid in the 

 was recommended for app mission at its February 
26, 2004, meeting, and is now recommended for approval by the State Administrative Board on 
March 2, 2004. 

ss Case:  This request is to te the contractor for the additional quantities of original 

fits from the projec ucted to the published standards. 
Funding Source: FHWA, 98.19 %; State Restricted Trunkline, 1.81 % 

 project was advertised for bids, with the lowest bidder being awarded the contract.  
The bids are based on estimated quantities for various items of work to construct the project. 

ng on 

tract. 
New Project Identification:  This is an existing project already under contract. 
Zip Codes:  49806, 49822, 49862, 49895, 49884 

 
 

 

 
Reason(s) for Overr

 
This is a sign upgrading projec jects of this type ndard to salvage 
w
that not all of the wood posts were salv geable.  The designer had set up a very small quantity of th

ch” and “P
the large
approximately four times the amount in the original contract bid.  The price used to supply the 

contract.  
 

This Overrun roval by the State Transportation Com

 
Purpose/Busine compensa
contract items. 
Benefit:  The public bene t being constr

Commitment Level:  The

Risk Assessment:  The risk associated with not doing this work is that the motoring public will be drivi
substandard roadway facilities.  
Cost Reduction:  The price has been fixed by con
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157. Overrun  05-2004  
 

: 50011-59969A MDOT Project 

ct is over the oard limit for reviewing 

 

overruns. 
 

Contractor: Florence Cement Company 

$1,092,585.05 

th of 15 Mile 
Road to 18 Mile Road and on US-12 from M-10 to Cass Avenue in the cities of Sterling Heights and 

ounties.  

April 1, 2003 
Contract Date: April 10, 2003 

$769,747.63 
Total of Overruns/Changes (Approved to Date): 76,974.76 + 10.00% 

 

Control Section/Job Number
 
State Administrative Board -  This proje 10% Ad B

overruns. 
 

State Transportation Commission - This project is over the 15% Commission limit for reviewing 

12798 23 Mile Road 
Shelby Twp. MI 48315 

 
Designed By: Consultant 
Engineer’s Estimate: 

 
Description of Project: 

 
3.7 mi of concrete and spall repairs, crack sealing and joint resealing on M-53 from sou

Detroit, Macomb and Wayne C
 

Administrative Board Approval Date: 

Original Contract Amount: 

Total of Extras/Adjustments (Approved to Date): 6,500.00 + 0.84% 
THIS REQUEST 136,197.09 + 17.69% 

Revised Total $989,419.48
 
  + 28.53% 

SUMMARY: 
 

 
The total of all Extras and Overruns approved to date, before this request, places this contract + 

 
 overrun will place the authorized status of the contract + 28.53% ($219,671.85) over 

the Original Budget. 
 

 

 

10.84% over the original budget for an Authorized to Date Amount of $853,222.39. 

Approval of this

Overruns Previously Approved by the State Administrative Board:  None 

This request allows payment for the following increases to the contract: 

Pavt Repr, Reinf. Conc, 11” 2,051.161 Syd @ $66.40/Syd $136,197.09 
Total  $136,197.09 

 

It is almost impossible to scope the exact extent of deteriorated concrete on a joint replacement 
roject.  Many times the cracking extends far beyond what can be seen by visual review.   

 

Reason(s) for Overrun(s): 
 

p
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Once construction was begun on this project, it became apparent that many of the patches scoped for 
four foot in width needed to be widened to remove all of the deteriorated concrete.  If all the 

oved, the eteriorate at an ac

y 
were initially constructed part width to allow traffic to continue to move through the intersection and 

y strength concrete was used to reduce the time that the traveling public was inconvenienced.  

Originally, just the four foot areas aroun  were scoped for replacement at the intersections.  
Due to excessive deterioration and delaminating concrete, several entire intersections had to be 

 
The bid item Pavt Repr, Reinf. Conc,  on the contract and prices were 
calculated using original contract bid prices.  

 
mmended for app te Transportation Commission at its February 

26, 2004, meeting, and is now recommended for approval by the State Administrative Board on 

l 

ricted Trunkline, 18.15% 
Commitment Level:  The project was advertised for bids, with the lowest bidder being awarded the contract.  

for various items of wo he project. 
:  The risk associated with not doing this wor ring public will be driving on 

  
t. 

deteriorated concrete is not rem  new joint will d celerated rate.   
 
The intersections on this project also needed work far in excess of what was scoped because the

high earl
Most of the high early strength concrete was in such bad condition that it needed to be replaced.  

d the joints

replaced.  

11” is an existing bid item

This Overrun was reco roval by the Sta

March 2, 2004. 
 

Purpose/Business Case:  This request is to compensate the contractor for the additional quantities of origina
contract items. 
Benefit:  The public benefits from the project being constructed to the published standards. 
Funding Source: FHWA, 81.85%; State Rest

The bids are based on estimated quantities rk to construct t
Risk Assessment k is that the moto
substandard roadway facilities.
Cost Reduction:  The price has been fixed by contrac
New Project Identification:  This is an existing project already under contract. 

 Zip Codes:  48312, 48313, 48226 
 
158. Overrun  06- 2004 
 

Control Section/Job Number: 33041-M60382 MDOT Project 
 

g 

 
 
 

Contractor: Michigan Paving & Materials Co.  

Belleville  MI 48111-0787 

Designed By: MDOT 
$221,519.

State Administrative Board -   This project is over the 10% Ad Board limit for reviewin
 overruns.  

 
State Transportation Commission - Does not meet criteria. 

P. O. Box 787 

 

Engineer’s Estimate: 93 
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Description of Project: 
 
1.26 mi of hot mix asphalt (HMA), cold milling and resurfacing on Old US-27 (Lansing 

oad) from Waverly Road northeasterly to railroad crossing, and on I-69BL (Saginaw Street) 

 

erruns/Changes (Approved to Date): 18,937.00 + 10.00% 

 

R
from Marsh Road easterly to Old M-78 (Lansing Road) in the townships of Lansing and 
Bath, Ingham and Clinton Counties. 

Administrative Board Approval Date: August 5, 2003 
Contract Date: August 6, 2003 
Original Contract Amount: $189,372.00 
Total of Ov
Total of Extras/Adjustments (Approved to Date): 3,669.00 + 1.94% 

THIS REQUEST 8,045.71 + 4.25% 
 

Revised Total $220,023.71  + 16.19% 
 

 
The total of all Extras and Overruns approved to date, before this request, places this contract + 

 
30,651.71) over 

 

 
ases to the contract: 

 
100.000 t @ $38.75/t $3,875.00 

HMA, 5E1, High Stress 101.108 t @ $41.25/t 4,170.71

SUMMARY: 

11.94% over the original budget for an Authorized to Date Amount of $211,978.00. 

Approval of this overrun will place the authorized status of the contract + 16.19% ($
the Original Budget. 

Overruns Previously Approved by the State Administrative Board:  None 

This request allows payment for the following incre

HMA, SE1 
 

$8,045.71 Total  

 
as 

designed, all design calculations were based on 0.86 miles.  Additional HMA and other small 
eous items were increased to allow the contractor to complete the intended scope of the 

 
e increases are to existing bi sing the original 

contract bid price. 

This Overrun is recommended for appro  the State Administrative Board. 
 

:  This request is to e contractor for the additional quantities of original 
contract items. 
Benefit:  The public benefits from the project being constructed to its scoped limits so that traffic is not 
disrupted again to complete the final 0.10 miles of the overlay. 
Funding Source:  100% State Restricted Trunkline Funds 
Commitment Level:  The project was advertised for bids, with the lowest bidder being awarded the contract.  
The bids are based on estimated quantities for various items of work to construct the project. 

 
Reason(s) for Overrun(s): 

This project was initially scoped to overlay 0.96 miles of pavement.  Unfortunately, when it w

miscellan
contract.   

Each of thes d items, and prices were calculated u

 
val by

Purpose/Business Case  compensate th
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Risk Assessment:  The risk associated with not doing this work is that the motoring public will be driving on 
bstandard roadway facilities.  

 
159. 

su
Cost Reduction:  The price has been fixed by contract. 
New Project Identification:  This is an existing project already under contract. 
Zip Codes:  48917 and 48840 

Overrun 07 – 2004 
 

Control Section/Job Number: Local A41070-50247A gency Project 

-   This project is over oard limit for reviewing 
.  

 

13744 172nd Avenue 
Grand Haven MI 49417 

Engineer’s Estimate: $1,430,889.75 

 

nous, guardrail and 
pavement marking, along with bridge replacement on 13 Mile Road from Edgerton Avenue to 

ve Board Approval Date:  
 

$1,178,835.11 
Total of Overruns/Changes (Approved to Date): 117,883.51 + 10.00% 

(Approved to Date): 40,923.25 + 3.47% 
THIS REQUEST 36,674.55

 
State Administrative Board the 10% Ad B

 overruns
 

 
 

State Transportation Commission - Does not meet criteria. 

Contractor: Prince Bridge & Marine, LTD 

 
Designed By: Consultant 

 
Description of Project:

 
2.26 km of roadway reconstruction including cold milling, grading, bitumi

Northland Drive in Kent County. 
 

Administrati May 7, 2002
Contract Date: May 24, 2002
Original Contract Amount: 

Total of Extras/Adjustments 
  + 3.11% 
 
 Revised Total $1,374,316.42 + 16.58% 

SUMMAR
 

Y: 
 

+ 
iginal budget for an  of $1,337,641.87. 

 
 ($195,481.31) over  

iously Approved by the State Administrative Board:  None 
 

 the contract: 
 

The total of all Extras and Overruns approved to date, before this request, places this contract 
13.47% over the or Authorized to Date Amount

Approval of this overrun will place the authorized status of the contract + 16.58%
the Original Budget. 

 
Overruns Prev

This request allows payment for the following increases to

Aggregate Base, Modified 2,529.279 t @ $14.50/t $36,674.55 
Total $36 ,674.55 
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Reason(s) for Overrun(s): 

 
 houlders were determined 

hen the contractor began work on this project it was discovered that the 
existing elevations on the plans were incorrect in some locations.  To construct the roadway in these 

evation and using the correct cross-sections required the use of additional 
quantities of gravel (Aggregate Base, Modified). 

 
he bid item “Aggregate Base, Modified” is an existing bid item on this project and price was 

ct bid ri
 

rrun is recommended for approval by the State Administrative Board on March 2, 2004. 

Purpose/Business Case:  This request is to compensate the contractor for the additional quantities of original 
. 

Benefit:  The public benefits from the projec ublished standards. 
Funding Source: FHWA, 80%; Kent Count
Commitment Level:  The project was advertised for bids, with the lowest bidder being awarded the contract.  

 on estimated quantities fo s of work to construct the project. 
risk associated with rk is that the motoring public will be driving on 
ilities.  

Cost Reduction:  The price has been fixed by contract. 
  This is an existing project already under contract. 

Zip Codes:  49345 
 
In acc e Federal 
Highw on and execution of the appropriate documents approved by the 

ttorney General, and compliance with all legal and fiscal requirements, the Director recommends for 
approv  the items on this a
 
The ap not cons award of 
same.  the discr ent of 

that 
iscretion, I approve the contracts described in this agenda and authorize their award by the responsible 

983, resolution of the State Transportation Commission and the Director’s delegation memorandum of 
July 14

 

 
 

 
      Director 

During the d o
using aerial photography.  W

esign of this pr ject, existing elevations of the roadway and s

areas to the correct el

T
calculated using original contra  p ce.  

This Ove
 

contract items
t being constructed to the p
y, 20% 

The bids are based r various item
Risk Assessment:  The not doing this wo
substandard roadway fac

New Project Identification:
 

ordance with MDOT’s policies and procedures and subject to concurrence by th
ay Administration, the preparati

A
al by the State genda. Administrative Board

proval by the State Administrative Board of these contracts does titute the 
The award of contracts shall be made at etion of the Director-Departm

Transportation when the aforementioned requirements have been met. Subject to exercise of 
d
management staff of MDOT to the extent authorized by, and in accordance with, the December 14, 
1

, 2003. 
 

      Respectfully submitted, 
 

 
      Gloria J. Jeff 
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SUPPLEMENTAL AGENDA 

 

: March 2, 2004 - State Capitol, 11:00 AM 
 

****************************************************************************** 
 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
 

TRANSPORTATION and NATURAL RESOURCES COMMITTEE 
STATE ADMINISTRATIVE BOARD 

 
T&NR Meeting: February 25, 2004 - Secretary of State’s Office, 3:30 PM 

State Administrative Board Meeting

BID LETTING 
 

1. BID 

86, ETC 
          % OVER/UNDER EST. 

E - NOVEMBER 14, 2005                    1.94 % 
 

n Born Road, 
in the cities of Taylor, Dearborn Heights and Allen Park, 

 Bridge Company 
Tony Angelo Cement Construction Co. 

John Carlo, Inc. 
Angelo Iafrate Construction Company 
Dan's Excavating, Inc.                $ 56,869,331.28         Same       1 ** 
Posen Construction, Inc. 
Walter Toebe Construction Co. 

Walbridge Aldinger Co./W.P.M., Inc.   $ 67,141,772.53          Same       4 
John Carlo, Inc./Walter Toebe Const.  $ 60,487,106.42          Same       2 
Posen Construction/Six-S, Inc.        $ 61,588,264.00          Same       3 
 
  4  Bidders 

STATE PROJECTS 
 

LETTING OF FEBRUARY 20, 2004              ENG. EST.        LOW 
PROPOSAL 0402202                     $ 55,787,287.39   $ 56,869,331.28 
PROJECT  AIM 82022-456
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5528, 03-5659, 03-5660
START DATE -  10 days after award 
COMPLETION DAT

4.20 mi of freeway reconstruction/realignment, interchange 
reconstruction, concrete pavement/shoulders, and bridge 
replacements on I-94, Pelham Road to Beech Daly Road, over 
US-24 and Pelham Road, under Ecorse Road and Norfolk 
Southern Railroad, and on US-24, Ecorse Road to Va

Wayne County. 
 
  15.00 % DBE participation required 
 
         BIDDER                           AS-READ           AS-CHECKED 
 
C.A. Hull Co., Inc. 
E. C. Korneffel Co. 
Midwest

Ajax Paving Industries, Inc. 

Walbridge Aldinger Company 
Interstate Highway Construction 
Six-S, Inc. 
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By association with the above construction contract we are also asking for 
approval of the above-referenced cost participation agreement. 
 
Purpose/Business Cas dge and road preservation. 
The Road and Bridge Program goal is to have 95% of bridges and freeways and 85% of 
non-freew rogram focuses 
on repairing the worst roads and bridges first and extending the life of other 
identified roads and bridges to keep them in good condition. 
Benefit: MDOT attempts to maximize the benefits of road and bridge preservation by 
using an asset management philosophy to develop programs that are prioritized based on 
such condition, 
safet
Funding Source: 

    Federal Highway Administration Funds             90.00 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                  8.92 % 
    City of Taylor                                    1.07 % 
 45695A 
    City of Dearborn Heights                          0.03 % 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             73.85 % 

                   100   % 

                0.44 % 

 

hern Corporation                      7.93 % 
  State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 14.62 % 

            2.09 % 
ot fixed. It is based on the engineers best 

ased on 

deterioration of the existing State trunkline network and 
y, and increased vehicle maintenance and operational costs to 

adway maintenance costs.  
n. 

e: This project is a combination of bri

ays under MDOT’s jurisdiction in good condition by 2007. The P

factors as traffic volume, cost/benefit, ride quality, pavement 
y, user savings, maintenance savings, and condition. 

 45686A 
    City of Allen Park                                0.01 % 

    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 14.41 % 
    City of Taylor                                   11.71 % 
 51516A 
    City of Taylor                
 54069A 
    City of Allen Park                
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             90.00 % 
  State Restricted Trunkline Funds                  8.94 %   

    City of Taylor                                    0.62 % 
 54663A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds              4.58 % 

%     State Restricted Trunkline Funds                  0.45 
    City of Taylor                                   94.97 %
 59282A 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             75.36 % 
    Norfolk Sout
  
    City of Taylor                        
mmitment Level: The contract cost is nCo

estimate of probable construction cost. The contract’s final cost will be b
tual quantities built in the field and unit prices bid by the contractor. ac

Risk Assessment: The 
bridges, reduced safet
the motoring public. 
Cost Reduction: Reduced ro
New Project Identification: Rehabilitatio
Zip Code: 48180. 
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2. 

d 
e on S24 southbound M-10 over I-94, S27 on 

-94 
S41 
der 
d 

d S47 the Grand River exit from eastbound I-94 in 

LETTING OF FEBRUARY 20, 2004               ENG. EST.           LOW BID 
275,692.02 PROPOSAL 0402214                      $ 13,196,002.14     $ 14,

OJECT  ABHN 82023-51493, ETC PR
LOCAL AGRMT. 03-5558, 036-555                    % OVER/UNDER EST. 
START DATE -  10 days after award 
COMPLETION DATE - OCTOBER 16, 2004                      8.18 % 
 
Superstructure and deck replacements, abutment and 
substructure repairs, pier and cap replacement, 
reconstruction of pier caps and columns, pin and hanger 
replacement, beam painting, cleaning and coating, beam end 

 replacements, thrie beam retrofit, anrepair, bearing
an fencpedestri

northbound M-10 over I-94, S29 on northbound M-10 over I
ramp H-E from SB M-10, S38 on I-96 under McGraw Avenue, 
on I-96 eastbound to I-94 eastbound ramp, S35 on I-96 un
Pacific Avenue, S43 the Grand River entrance to westboun
I-94, an
the city of Detroit, Wayne County. 
 
   5.00 % DBE participation required 
 
      AS-CHECKED A 

        Same     2 
        Same     3 

        Same     5 
lo, Inc. 

        Same     4 
        Same     1 ** 

1.17            Same     5 

gelo Iafrate onstruction Company 
he & Svoboda, Inc. 

Dan's Excavating, Inc. 
Hardman Construction, Inc. 
Posen Construction, Inc.             $ 23,764,168.68            Same     4 
Walter Toebe Construction Co.        $ 17,025,692.02            Same     1 ** 
Anlaan Corporation 
 
  5  Bidders 
 

       BIDDER                         ORIGINAL A      
 
C.A. Hull Co., Inc.                  $ 16,494,106.95    
E. C. Korneffel Co.                  $ 19,556,088.66    
J. Slagter & Son Construction Co. 
Midwest Bridge Company               $ 18,096,121.17    
John Car
Angelo Iafrate Construction Company 
Abhe & Svoboda, Inc. 

cavating, Inc. Dan's Ex
Hardman Construction, Inc. 
Posen Construction, Inc.             $ 16,764,168.68    
Walter Toebe Construction Co.        $ 14,275,692.02    
Anlaan Corporation 
 
         BIDDER               ORIGINAL A+Lane Rental AS-CHECKED A+Lane Rental 
 
C.A. Hull Co., Inc.                  $ 20,493,106.95            Same     2 
E. C. Korneffel Co.                  $ 23,556,088.66            Same     3 
J. Slagter & Son Construction Co. 

3,981,12Midwest Bridge Company               $ 2
 John Carlo, Inc.

An  C
Ab
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NOTE: The ORIGINAL A+Lane Rental bid total is used to determine the low 

ng for 

ram goal is to have 95% of 
MDOT’s jurisdiction in good 

orst bridges first and 

anagement philosophy 
 such factors as traffic 

tenance savings, and 

            1.50 % 
           80.00 % 

  State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 18.50 % 

  City of Detroit                                   1.72 % 

             8.91 % 

ontract cost is not fixed. It is based on the engineer=s best 
truction cost. The contract’s final cost will be based on 

field and unit prices bid by the contractor. 
ced 

d roadway maintenance costs. 

 

bidder. 
reflects the actual contract price.       The ORIGINAL A bid total 

 
truction contract we are also askiBy association with the above cons

approval of the above-referenced cost participation agreement. 
 
Purpose/Business Case: MDOT’s Bridge Preservation Prog

der freeway bridges and 85% of non-freeway bridges un
condition by 2007. The Program focuses on repairing the w
extending the life of bridges to keep them in good condition. 

set mBenefit: MDOT attempts to maximize benefits by using an as
that develops programs that are prioritized projects based on
volume, cost/benefit, ride quality, safety, user savings, main
condition of bridges. 
Funding Source:  
 51493A 
    City of Detroit                                   1.33 % 
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             80.00 % 

              18.67 %     State Restricted Trunkline Funds   
4969A  5

    City of Detroit                       
    Federal Highway Administration Funds  
  
 56615A 
  
    Federal Highway Administration Funds             80.00 % 
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds                 18.28 % 
 59278A 
    City of Detroit                                   1.09 % 

 Administration Funds             90.00 %     Federal Highway
    State Restricted Trunkline Funds     
 
Commitment Level: The c
estimate of probable cons
actual quantities built in the 
Risk Assessment: The deterioration of the existing State trunkline bridges, redu
safety, and increased vehicle maintenance and operational costs to the motoring 
public. 
st Reduction: ReduceCo

New Project Identification: Rehabilitation. 
p Code: 48202. Zi
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In acc
Highw roved by the 
Attorne ommends for 
approv
 
The ap inistrative Board of these contracts does not constitute the award of 
same. 
Transp
discreti ir award by the responsible 
manage
1983, r
July 14
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ordance with MDOT’s policies and procedures and subject to concurrence by the Federal 
ay Administration, the preparation and execution of the appropriate documents app

 General, and compliance with all legal and fiscal requirements, the Director recy
al by the State Administrative Board the items on this agenda. 

proval by the State Adm
The award of contracts shall be made at the discretion of the Director-Department of 
ortation when the aforementioned requirements have been met. Subject to exercise of that 

ove the contracts described in this agenda and authorize theon, I appr
ment staff of MDOT to the extent authorized by, and in accordance with, the December 14, 
esolution of the State Transportation Commission and the Director’s delegation memorandum of 
, 2003. 

      Respectfully submitted, 

      Gloria J. Jeff 
      Director 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
2/20/04          Page 150 of 150 


	NATURAL RESOURCES ITEMS FOR
	TRANSPORTATION AND NATURAL RESOURCES COMMITTEE - STATE ADMINISTRATIVE BOARD
	MINERAL LEASES


